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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response to Comments 


Introduction 


MAWATR\TE\0592 1\DOCE SREPORTS\ 


DEIR\CHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


This chapter of the New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) includes the Certificate of the Secretary of 
Environmental Affairs and all of the comment letters received on the Environmental 
Notification Form. The Certificate and comment letters and the responses to each 
comment follow each letter in order. In some instances the comment has been 
paraphrased for brevity. 


The comments and issues raised in the Certificate and in each comment letter are 
annotated with code numbers. Letters are categorized into the following: (A) 
Certificate; (B) federal agencies; (C) state elected officials and agencies; (D) local 
agencies; (E) non-profit groups; (E) environmental organizations; and (F) citizens. 
Each letter received from an agency or organization within a specific category is 
numbered. Within each letter, each comment has been coded in the right hand 
margin. The comments are numbered in sequence, for example, in Letter C-2 
comment #4 is coded “C-2.4”. 


9-1 Response to Comments 
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MBTA New Bedford /Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


CATEGORY A - SECRETARY’S CERTIFICATE 
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Letter A—1 
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GRATIPICATES OF THES SECRETARY GF BNVIAONMENTAL AFFAIRS 
Oe TNE 
EXVSAOCNMENTAR NOTIFICATION FORM 


PROJECT NAME : New Bedford/fall River Commuter Rail 
Project 

PROJECT LOCATION : Statewide 

BOEA NUMBER Peeper, 

PROJECT FROPONENT ; MBTA 

DATS NOTICED IN MONITOR : Qctoper 10, 1995 


Pursuant to the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act 
Sete. er s0, SS. 61l-62H) and Sections 11.04 and 12.06 cf .the 
MEPA regulations (301 CMR 11.00), I hereby determine that the 
above project requires the preparation of an Environmental Impact 
Report. 


Thas project involves tha ye-eszaDlisninent of commuter rai 
eexrvica {rom Boston to Naw Bedford and fall River on existing 
vail lines. It 1s expected that the re-established service will 
Feduge sxaidzic congestion, raduee vehicle miles traveled, improve 


aix quality, pravide alternative transportation infrastructure 
and provide opportunities for economic growth in soutneastern 
Massachusetts. 


The project will consist of three elements: improvements to 
the existing roadbed including replacement of rails, ballast and 
ties, creation of passing sidings and improvements to bridges, 
grade crossings and signals; construction of new stations and 
layover areas; and construction of a new by-pass section to 
connect the Shore Line to the Attleborough Secondary. Depending 
on the ultimate specific design, the by-pass section could alter 
as much as 5.5 acres of Bordering Vegetated Wetland (3VW) which 
causes the project to he categorically included for preparation 
of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and to require a variance 
from the Wetlands. Protection Act. 
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1 commenters have quastioned what 
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the Middleborough branch of the o 
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method, joining and separating the trains from and to New Badford 

and Fall River and operating the combined train from Myricka to 
Boston. This operating scheme, if it is practicable, would 

reduce the number of train trips betwaen Myricks and Boston by A-192 
ene hals, thereby significantly reduging the disruption ta , 
residanzial neighborhoeds and Taducing sontlicra on the buRy 


FRaga Linas: 


Bis canmean is lrom @RpuDy Gaks wietitar ther erating aetreduzdd . 
fot dapesturd ston Lakeville Rhectigh Oid Geleny to Beseen Sauld 
bu stavbed tom NeW Bediecd and Falk River. This would srsvide 
BG 17 wwaina Ber day alidisging the Middleperough bLave aie ihe 
sta Colony tine without fLacraasing the tratiia projedted tor sha 
O1d Colony line. Tt seams reagonadle to consider this if the 
minimum gexsvice to both Fall River and New Sedford is acceptable. Ant 3 


Furthermore, SRPEDD has requested a train dispatching string 
line report for both the Attleborough line and the Middleborcucsh 
bane@ecoOvaccurately determine capacities for both. I feel that 
these analyses are appropriate and expect that they will be 
included in the DEIR. 


WETLANDS 


The DEIR shall provide plans at a reasonable scale that show 
the wetland resources by wetland category to be affected by the 
proposed Attleborough By-pass. The wetland boundaries should be 
agreed to ny the respective Conservation Commissions and any 
disputed bouridavies should be specicically identified. 


The plana shall also identify the specific right-of-way of 
the mew SESE the propoged toe of slope for any smbankment 
sections, any drainage structures through the embankment, and 
areas to Se cleared of vegetation in conjunction with 
construction or cperation of the by-pass, if any.. A-1.4 
A narrative should be provided that identifies the 
cumulative wetland alteration for the by- pass and all means of 
replicating or otherwise minimizing wetland impacts. 


Reconstruction of the existing tracks, construction of 
stations, and layover sites will need no further wetland review 
under MEPA since these issues are adequately addressed in the E 
filing and will be subject to separate filings before the 
Conservation Commissions of the respective towns. 
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VARIANCE FROM 310 CMR 10.60 


+ The DEIR shall contain a complete request for a variance 

from the Wetlands Protection Act ragulations that shall include a 
description of alternatives to the proposed Project that were 

explored, including alternative routing, and a thorough 

explanation of the environmental benefits and detriments of each 
alternative; a statemenc of how affective each alternative is in 
aacemplashing She purposes ef tha project; a description of tne ASS 
MLtagatiien Maasures to be used ao prytect the interests 

identified In M:G.4. 4.30, ss. 40: and avidence of the ovaryi.ding 
pUBlig itavedk whieh would duauify § Wabver of 310 CMR Lo. 


_. . = 8ruae hae nhad sackiok wilt be PPapacsd carefully and 
shovoughly wines denial of thea variance would rendex this 
praserred alternative unusable. Close coordination with the 
Divigion of Wetlands and Waterways during development cf chig 
information is recommended. 


WILDLIFTS 


The DEIR shall contain the information required by the 
Natural Heritage & Endangered Species Program to make proper 
determinations of the potential adverse impacts to the 14 state- A-16 
listed rare species occurring along the proposed route. : 
Furthermore, the DEIR should identify- what means are available to 
avoid or minimze such impacts and to provide safe and effective 
wildlife corridors across the right-of-way. 


TRAFFIC 


Az xequested by the Massachusetts Highway Department in its 
comment lettez, the DEIR should contain an additional traffic 
analysis at and surrounding the proposed East Taunton station. A-1.7 
The analysis should consider the potential traffic to be 
generated by the proposed retail development at West Wind 
Industrial Park. 


. : As requested by the New Bedford Department of Public Works, 
~the DEIR should contain a re-examination -of the Tarkiln Hill Road A-1.8 
grade crossing that considers the proposed Stop and Shop and the fob: 
proposed Wampanoag Family Entertainment Center. 


The DEIR should also consider the request of the Freetown 
Planning Board to evaluate traffic impacts at Narrows Road ang A-1.9 
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Gouth Main Stxyeet and, in addition; consider the proposed 
altermative location for the Freetown station contained in that 


letter. 


AIR QUALITY 


Several commentors have expressed concern with NOx increases 
from the proposed traing. NOx is a 9racurscr to ozone and can 
Create gutrophication prcblems in waswy sedigs whan atmespnexic A-1.10 
deposition ceauta. The OFIR shguld sugess the paneacial tmmacta. 
digluding tutraphieasion af nangitive wakes bediag that may ba 
identisiead along the rouse. 


HISTORICAL AND ARCHAZOLOGICAL RESOURCES 


The DEIR should contain the information required by the 
Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC) to make a proper A-1.11 
assessment of the potential impacts of the project on ade 
archaeological and historic resources. I suggest consultation 
with MHC regarding specific requirements. 


OTHER ISSUES 


I received many comments on the impacts to property values, 
quality of life and other socioeconomic issues, as well as 
requests for cost/benefit analyses and financial feasibility of 
the project. While I have no specific authority te requi 
responses to these iasues, I recogniza thant thege issues 
importanea ta persons and entities most affecred by this pro 
‘Ll encourage the MBTA to recognize these concerns and respond tc 
the comments to the extent possible. 


OL is Wiad aes 


(SS = 
Date Trudy Coxe, Secretary 
—_ 


Comments received 


Albernay, Jeffrey 

Aleo, Brian and.Lisa 
Amaral, Dennis ’ 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter A-1 


Certificate of the Secretary of Environmental Affairs 


Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


If the MBTA remains convinced that the Middleborough alternative 
is not viable (which should be explained in the EIR), the alternatives 
analysis can be limited to what is required for purposes of the 
variance from the Wetlands Protection Act regulations. 


After significant review, the MBTA is convinced that the 
Middleborough alternative is not a viable solution for the New 
Bedford/Fall River alignment. This position has been documented 
in Chapter 3 of the EIR. 


...the DEIR should report on the possibility of operating the trains 
by the “European” method, joining and separating the trains from 
and to New Bedford and Fall River and operating the combined 
train from Myricks to Boston. This method would reduce by half the 
number of trains between Myricks and Boston. 


The MBTA has studied the use of DMU vehicles along this route and 
determined that this technology would not be appropriate for this 
service. (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR) Various operational scenarios 
will be studied to ensure the optimal number and mix of trains to 
service these communities. 


...SPRPEDD has requested a train dispatching string line report for 
both the Attleborough line and the Middleborough line to accurately 
determine capacities for both. I feel that these analyses are 
appropriate and expect that they will be included in the DEIR. 


String line reports have been generated for the Attleboro, Stoughton 
and Middleborough lines. These reports are included for review in 
the EIR as an appendix to the text. 
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Issue: The DEIR shall provide plans at a reasonable scale that show the 
wetland resources by wetland category to be affected by the 
proposed Attleboro by-pass. The wetland boundaries should be 
agreed to by the respective Conservation Commissions and any 
disputed boundaries should be specifically identified. Plans shall 
also identify right-of-ways, the proposed toe of slope for any 
embankment sections, any drainage structures through the 
embankment, and areas to be cleared. Provide a narrative that 
identifies cumulative wetland alteration for the by-pass and all 
means of replicating or otherwise minimizing wetland impacts. 


Response: Section 4.1 of this DEIR addresses wetland impacts. 


Issue: The DEIR shall contain a request for a variance from the Wetlands 
Protection Act regulations that shall include a description of 
alternatives to the proposed project that were explored, including 
alternative routing, and an explanation of the benefits and 
detriments of each alternative; a statement of how effective each 
alternative is in accomplishing the purpose of the project; a 
description of the mitigation measures to be used...and evidence of 
the public purpose served. 


Response: Chapter 5 of this DEIR provides a Draft Variance Request. 


Issue: The DEIR shall contain the information required by the Natural 
Heritage & Endangered Species Program...and should identify what 
means are available to avoid or minimize such impacts and to 
provide safe and effective wildlife corridors across the right-of-way. 


Response: Section 4.3 of this DEIR provides information on rare species. 


Issue: The DEIR should contain an additional traffic analysis at the 
proposed East Taunton station and should consider the potential 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: 


traffic to be generated by the proposed retail development at West 
Wind Industrial Park. 


Section 4.5 of the DEIR provides an analysis of traffic at the East 
Taunton Station. 


MAWATRITEWOSS21\IDOCES\REPORTS\ 
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Response: 


The DEIR should contain a re-examination of the Tarkiln Hill Road 
grade crossing that considers the proposed Stop & Shop and 
proposed Wampanoag Family Entertainment Center. 


Existing conditions at the Tarkiln Hill Road grade crossing were re- 
examined in June 1999 and are documented in the MBTA’s Grade 
Crossing Analysis Report for South of Cotley Junction (Final Report 
—June 1999). At the time of the re-examination, the proposed Stop & 
Shop retail development project had been open and operating for 
approximately three years. The Wampanoag Family Entertainment 
Center and the New Bedford municipal airport projects were not 
taken into consideration since plans for these developments have not 
progressed. 


Based on the 1995 service proposal, 30 trains a day (15 inbound and 
15 outbound) would operate on the New Bedford line. Therefore, 
the crossing warning system would be activated 30 times a day 
(weekdays) stopping automobile traffic on Tarkiln Hill Road. Trains 
are projected to operate close to 60 MPH through this crossing. The 
length of time the crossing is blocked (from activation of the warning 
lights to the raising of the gates) would be approximately 45 seconds. 


Automobile traffic on Kings Highway and Tarkiln Hill Road is 
heaviest during the weekday morning (7:00 to 9:00 AM) and evening 
peak periods (4:00 to 6:00 PM). Based on MBTA operating practices, 
a maximum of three trains (two inbound and one outbound) would 
likely pass through the Tarkiln Hill Road grade crossing during the 
morning peak hour. In the evening peak hour, a maximum of three 
trains (one inbound and two outbound) would pass through the 
crossing. It is during these two peak hours that the maximum 
projected queues and delays reported in the 1995 MBTA study 
would be expected to develop. Outside of the peak periods, service 
is likely to be provided on 90 to 120 minute headways. This level of 
service would result in approximately one train an hour on the line 
(9:00 AM to 4:00 PM and 7:00 PM to 11:00 PM). 


9-5 Response to Comments 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


As part of the technical work completed by the MBTA since the 1995 
filing, changes have been made to the proposed operating plan for 
the Attleboro Alternative and a new alternative, the Stoughton 
Alternative, was developed. For the revised Attleboro Alternative 
operating plan, the number of weekday trains has been reduced 
from 60 to 44. Based on this service proposal, a maximum of 

22 trains a day would operate on the New Bedford Line (11 inbound 
and 11 outbound). The peak hour service will likely be similar to 
previous 30 trains a day proposal. The Stoughton Alternative 
operating plan includes 40 trains a day (20 servicing the New 
Bedford Line). Both of these proposed service plans will result in 
fewer trains operating on the line during off-peak hours than 
previously proposed as part of the 60 train a day plan for the original 
Attleboro Alternative. 


The current Commuter Rail Extension project includes a proposal to 
completely rehabilitate and upgrade the automatic highway crossing 
warning system at Tarkiln Hill Road. This upgrade will include the 
installation of new gates, flashers, and bells. Specific improvements 
include a cantilever signal in the southwest quadrant to improve the 
visibility of the crossing signals for traffic approaching on Kings 
Highway. An addition set of warning lights will also be provided 
for the Tar Kiln Hill Road approach to the Kings Highway 
intersection. Pedestrian gates will be provided in all four quadrants, 
and the driveway opening located in the northwest quadrant of the 
intersection will be reconfigured. 
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Response: 


The DEIR should evaluate the traffic impacts at Narrows Road and 
South Main Street and consider the proposed alternative location for 
the Freetown station. 


The 1995 documents filed by the MBTA identified a station site in 
Freetown that was bounded by Copicut Road, Route 24, and the 
railroad. The only access to the site was from Copicut Road which 
intersects with South Main Street approximately 2,500 feet west of 
the site. Traffic from Route 24 passed through both the Narrows 
Road and Copicut Road intersections on South Main Street. 


Based on comments received regarding the Copicut Road site, the 
MBTA decided to relocate the proposed station to the site off of 
Ridge Hill Road in Freetown. The new location, suggested by the 
Freetown Planning Board, offers more direct access to Route 24 and 
regional highway system. Traffic exiting Route 24 only need to 


9-6 Response to Comments 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


travel a short distance on South Main Street to Ridge Hill Road. The 
new site greatly reduces the impact of station site generated traffic 
on South Main Street. A new traffic study has been prepared 
documenting the characteristics and projected impacts of the Ridge 
Hill Road site. Please refer to Chapter 2 of the DEIR document. The 
previously proposed Copicut Road site is no longer being considered 
by the MBTA. 


(A-1.10) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should assess the potential impacts including 
eutrophication of sensitive water bodies that may be identified along 
the route. 


Section 4.2 identifies surface waters along the route. Section 4.6 
presents estimated increases in NOx emission levels. Increased NOx 
emission is not expected to result in cultural eutrophication of 
surface waters because: phosphorus, not nitrogen, is usually the 
limiting nutrient in surface waters, the source of NOx emissions is 
mobile and will result in a diffuse distribution of NOx throughout 
the route, and nitrogen deposited on upland areas may be absorbed 
by plants reducing the quantity reaching surface waters. 


(A-1.11) 
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Response: 


The DEIR should assess the potential impacts of the project on 
archeological and historical resources. I suggest consultation with 
MHC regarding specific requirements. 


Section 4.8 of the DEIR addresses impacts to archaeological and 
historical resources. 
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CATEGORY B —- FEDERAL AGENCIES 
(No Comments Received) 
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CATEGORY C - COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
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Letter C-1 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS | EtENE 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS RE de ode: % 
+} ‘3 Q a) 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMEN®Y 2 vk 23 2 
F 
DIVISION OF RESOURCE CONSERVATION MEP \* , 


100 CAMBRIDGE ST., BOSTON, MA 02202 617-727-3160 FAX 727-2630 


November 17, 1995 


Secretary Trudy Coxe 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street 20th Floor 


‘Boston, MA 02202 


Attention: MEPA Unit - Dick Foster 


Re: EOEA 10509, New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail 
Project 


Dear Secretary Coxe: © 


I am writing to convey my strong support of the 
above referenced commuter rail re-establishment 
project. 


The rail line to Fall River that is proposed for 
infrastructure improvements abuts the northwestern 
portion of Freetown-Fall River State Forest. The 
improvements and use of the rail line, including the 
likely increase of MBTA patrols, will be a benefit to 
the Department of Environmental Management (DEM) by 
helping to curtail illegal ORV access into the state 
forest. Also, the proposed location for a new commuter 
rail station in Freetown is within easy walking 
distance of the state forest and will allow Boston area 
residents to reach this public park via public 
transportation. In addition, public access to Fall 
River Heritage State Park will be enhanced by a new 
commuter station that is proposed for construction near 
Battleship Cove. 


The DEM’s one concern is related to the rail line 
to New Bedford that is also proposed for infrastructure 
improvement. A stretch of this line directly abuts the 
eastern side of the Acushnet Cedar Swamp State 
Reservation. The Cedar Swamp is a sensitive wetland 
ecosystem with endangered species habitat, and has been 
recognized by the Secretary of Interior for special 
designation as a National Natural Landmark. 


DEM requests that long-term planning for this stretch of oy 
railroad corridor include best management practices to ensure the 
protection of this valued natural resource against herbicides, 
drainage and other impacts. 


Commissioner 


cc Todd Frederick, Director of Forests & Parks 
Peter Smith, Deputy Commissioner - Div. Resource 
Conservation 
Anne Stempxa,; Region 1° Forcsts & Parks: Director 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter C-1 
Department of Environmental Management 


Issue: Long-term planning for this stretch of railroad corridor include best 
management practices to ensure the protection of this valued natural 
resource against herbicides, drainage and other impacts. 


Response: Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR describes vegetation management BMPs 
that would be used, and that are currently being used along the 
existing New Bedford and Fall River secondaries. No herbicides 
may be used within 10 feet of wetlands, or within sensitive areas. 
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SLE CLE LD of Massachusetts oe ae 
CaS Clice Cuvcnenmeital Loins 
WO Camb-nidge Street 
Bison, Massachusetts O2ELO 2 RECEIVED 


COASTAL ZONE 


MANAGEMENT 
NOV 2 7 1995 
MEMORANDUM 
To: Jan Reitsma, Director, MEPAUnit 
From: Margaret M. Brady, Di M 
Date: November 27, 1995 
Re: EOEA # 10509 Ne all River Commuter Rail 


Project; New Bedford, Fall River, Berkley, Freetown 


The Massachusetts Coastal Zone Management (MCZM) Office has 
completed its review of the above-referenced Environmental 
Notification Form (ENF), noticed in the Environmental Monitor dated 
October 10, L995; and recommends’ the preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 


MCZM strongly supports efforts to extend commuter rail service to 
two of the states largest urban areas in the Commonwealth's coastal 
zone. This proposed project advances the goals of MCZM Poligyee7: 
Encourage the revitalization’ and enhancement of existing 
development centers in the coastal zone through technical 
assistance and federal and state financial support for residential, 
commercial and industrial development. 


MCZM found the ENF developed by the proponent to be very thorough. 
However, MCZM still has the following concerns regarding the 
proposed project. 


Impacts of Additional NO, Emissions on Coastal Waters 


Although the air quality analysis included in the ENF shows 
decreases in some air pollutants because of the reduced automobile 
use, it also shows a significant increase in the amount of nitrous 
oxides (NO.) that will be released into the atmosphere. This 
increase is generated by the diesel engines used in the trains. 
According to the ENF the projected increase in NO, emissions in the 
year 2005 will be more than 1,400 kg/day (1,124,200 pounds per 
year). .In recent years MCZM has recognized the important role 
excess nitrogen plays in the eutrophication of certain coastal 
embayments. Nitrogen is the growth limiting nutrient in coastal 
waters. Excess nitrogen causes eutrophication which results in 
overall water quality degradation that in extreme cases can result 
in tnemdeathwotwri sheandsshe Wirienbecance of a lack of oxygen 


2 


Although deposition of atmospheric nitrogen compounds such as NO, 
and nitric acid is seldom the largest source of anthropogenic 
nitrogen to coastal embayments, it is a significant source. MCZM 
would like additional information on the likely locations of NO, 
deposition, the expected quantities of deposition, and the likely 
impacts these additional nitrogen compounds may have on coastal 
waters. 


Impacts of Stormwater Runoff From New Stations 

The proposed project will have five new stations. These stations 
will have extensive paved areas, including large parking 
facilities, which will generate large volumes of stormwater runoff. 
Stormwater runoff is recognized as one of the most significant 
sources of nonpoint source pollution to the surface waters of the 
Commonwealth. MCZM recommends that the project proponent. address 
the quality and quantity implications of the stormwater runoff 
generated at the new stations. The proponent may wish to consider 
installation of stormwater best management practices (BMPs) that 
remove pollutants and control flooding impacts. MCZM will be happy 
to work with the proponent to help select the most desirable BMPs 
for these sites. 


Growth Impacts on Rural Communities 
The same growth and economic impacts that are likely to be 


beneficial to the existing urban centers may have detrimental 
environmental and social impacts on some of the more undeveloped 
rural communities that will be served by the rail extension. These 
communities need additional information on the likely growth 
impacts from the rail line extension. They would also benefit from 
-planning assistance and guidance on how to manage and minimize 
expected impacts on the natural resources and’ character of their 
communities. 


The proposed project may be subject to MCZM federal consistency 
review. For further information on this process, please contact 
Jane W. Mead, MCZM Project Review Coordinator, at 617-727-9530 
x.418. 


MMB /DSJ 
oY ph 
cc: John Simpson, Section Chief, 
Waterways Regulation Program, Massachusetts DEP 
Elizabeth Kouloheras, Section Chief, 
Southeast Regional Office, Massachusetts DEP 
- David Janik, 
MCZM South Coastal Regional Coordinator 
Andrew Brennan, Manager of Environmental Affairs, MBTA 
James Hertnet, Fall River Planning Director 
Scott Alfonse, New Bedford Environmental Planner 
Berkley Board of Selectmen 
Freetown Board of Selectmen 


C-2.1 


C-2.2 


C-2.3 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 
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Letter C-2 


Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 


Response: 


Response: 


MCZM would like additional information on the likely locations of 
NOx deposition, the expected quantities of deposition, and the 
likely impacts these additional nitrogen compounds may have on 
coastal waters. 


Section 4.6 addresses NOx released by train engines to the air and 
estimates an 838 kg/day net increase in NOx. The emissions of NOx 
will be distributed along the 62-mile rail route from South Station to 
Fall River and New Bedford. The deposition will occur as particulate 
deposition or in rainfall and the mass of nitrogen deposition will be 
less than the total emission. 


No impacts to coastal waters are expected as a result of increased 
NOx emissions because the emissions are distributed over a large, 
mainly inland, area. Deposition will be dilute at any single location 
along the route. Nitrogen uptake in the inland area of deposition will 
further reduce the amount of nitrogen reaching coastal waters. 


MCZM recommends that the project proponent address the quality 
and quantity implications of the stormwater runoff generated at the 
new stations. The proponent may wish to consider installation of 
stormwater best management practices (BMPs) that remove 
pollutants and control flooding impacts. 


Section 4.2 of this DEIR addresses water quality impacts and 
compliance with the Massachusetts Stormwater Policy. 


The same growth and economic impacts that are likely to be 
beneficial to the existing urban centers may have detrimental 
environmental and social impacts on some of the more undeveloped 
rural communities that will be served by the rail extension. These 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: 


communities need additional information on the likely growth 
impacts from the rail line extension. They would also benefit from 
planning assistance and guidance on how to manage and minimize 
expected impacts on the natural resources and character of their 
communities. 


Analyses completed for other rail projects’ have demonstrated 
positive short-term and long-term economic impacts from rail 
improvement and transportation projects. This project will generate 
these same kinds of economic benefits. Both the region and toa 
lesser extent each of the four communities with reactivated rail line 
will experience a number of benefits: short and long-term, both 
direct and indirect. 


Short-term benefits are derived by the infusion of the initial capital 
expenditure, long-term benefits are derived from increased 
employment, increased property values and the value of these 
dollars being recycled through the economy. Direct benefits include 
increased property values, and the generation of jobs. Each 
community, regardless of whether it is an urban or rural location, 
will experience an increase in property values due to the increased 
accessibility to commuter rail. Increased accessibility to commuter 
rail means improved access to the downtown Boston employment 
center. Jobs may be generated locally as well. These types of jobs 
may include station managers, track and support maintenance 
workers, etc thus stimulating an increase in household income. 
Indirect benefits may include the increased income taxes paid locally 
as well as the increased personal income of residents. In the case of 
the rec-activiation of the Old Colony Line,’ research indicated that 
the demand for housing could increase. 


Local planning and zoning officials may need to plan for increased 
housing based on the availability of water, sewage capacity, and 
roadway capacity. Each community, within its zoning and Master 
Planning Authority, has the capacity to address these issues. The 
regional planning agency also has the ability to provide assistance 
and coordination among communities. The MBTA is committed to 
providing assistance to these agencies. 


1 Restoration of Passenger Rail Service Portland, Maine to Boston, Massachusetts Environmental Assessment, 
prepared by the Maine Department of Transportation, issued November, 1993. North South Rail Link Project 
Technical Report No.8: Economic Briefing Paper, issued January 1997. (Others as | can find them.) 

2 Draft Environmental Impact Statement Report, Old Colony Railroad Rehabilitation Project from Boston to Lakeville, 
Plymouth and Scituate, Massachusetts, Volume |, May 1990 
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es 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts ni otlVvi 
g Executive Office of Environmental Affairs HOV 2 1995 
+-——a Depariment of 
fA :2-8 Environmental Protection {iF >i 


William F. Weld Trudy Coxe 
Governor Secretary 
Argeo Paul Cellucci David B. Struhs 
Lt. Governor Commissioner 


November 27, 1995 


MEPA Unit 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street 
Boston, MA 02202 
Re: New Bedford/Fall River 
Commuter Rail Project 
EOEA File # 10509 


Dear mel recary Coxe: 7 


This Department’s Division of Wetlands and Waterways and Division 
of Air Quality have reviewed the New Bedford/Fall River Commuter 
Rail Project (the "Project") as presented in the Environmental 
Notification Form (the "ENF"). These comments are submitted by the 
Department’s Boston office to supplement earlier comments submitted 
to the MEPA Office by the DEP/Southeast Region on November 2, 1995. 


The preferred alternative presented in the ENF will result in the 
loss of between 2.68 and 5.36 acres for the construction of the 
proposed Attleboro Bypass. Additional wetland impacts will be 
associated with right-of-way (ROW) maintenance and the Fast Taunton 
station and parking lot. The proposed wetlands alterations exceed 
the 5,000 square foot alteration of bordering vegetated wetlands 
(BVW) alterations allowed by the wetlands regulations and will 
require a variance from the Wetlands Protection Act. 


The feasibility of the proposed project was initially assessed in 
a report entitled Commuter Rail Extension Feasibility Study - New 
Bedford/Fall River dated January 1990. This initial study 
recommended that service on the Stoughton Branch be extended to New 
Bedford and Fall River. Prior to commencing the design and 
assessment of the environmental impacts of this alternative, 
however, alternative transportation strategies were assessed as 
part of an expanded feasibility study. Additional route 


alternatives were presented in the New Bedford/Fall River Commuter 
Rail Project Expanded Feasibility Study Draft Report dated May 


Se This report evaluated seven alternative routes and one 
enhanced commuter bus alternative. Four of the alternatives 
involve Middleborough branch extensions. Two alternatives include 
the existing Stoughton line (Alternative 3 terminating in North 
Easton and Alternative 4 terminating in Fall River/New Bedford) ; 
one alternative includes the Attleboro line (Alternative 5) -; ane 
the last alternative included an enhanced commuter bus line 
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(Alternative 6). The May 1995 study identified the Attleborough 
Alignment as the preferred alignment because it provides the best 
balance of costs and benefits. 


In September 1995, the ENF entitled New Bedford/Fall River Commuter 


Rail Project included a more detailed assessment to the preferred 
alternatives for achieving the project objectives. In the course 
of the development of the ENF, the Middleborough Line branch 
options were dropped due to capacity constraints, operational 
requirements, and lower ridership which reduces cost-effectiveness. 
The Stoughton alternative was dismissed because the route goes 
through the Hockomock Swamp ACEC. In addition to anticipated 
wetland impacts, the Stoughton alternative was not selected due to 
the more difficult construction along the abandoned ROW, 
substantial time delays, higher construction costs, and impacts to 
neighborhoods. 


The ENF identified the Attleboro alignment as the preferred 
alternative because it presents the best balance of costs and 


benefits. The estimated costs of the project include capital 
costs $156 million, equipment costs ($79.6 million), and net annual 
operating costs ($33.6 million). The total annualized cost for the 
entire project would be $61.7 million. Other reasons this 


alternative was selected were based on total ridership (3,940), 
trip length in time (1:23 Fall River/1:21 New Bedford), trip length 
in miles (57.3 Fall River/60.6 New Bedford) new transit riders, and 
new route miles. 


Wetland impacts associated with the Attleboro alternative are 
anticipated to be between 2.7 to 5.5 acres of bordering vegetated 
wetlands (BVW). In addition to these wetland impacts, the 
Attleboro Secondary ROW portion of the preferred alternative 
extends through 1800 ft. of red maple swamp associated with the 
Taunton River and abuts 4,800 ft of red maple swamp along the 
Cotley River. The, ROW, tor.this section of. the preferred 
alternative also cross approximately 5,000 ft of floodplain in the 
towns of Taunton and Berkley. More detailed discussion should be 
provided relative to the referenced alternative ROW (ENF p. 2-8 
Project Description) that would connect the Shore Line with the 
Attleboro Secondary in Taunton via the abandoned Mansfield 
Secondary. The fact that this existing ROW route is discontinuous 
or may be considered for use as a future bike path does not justify 
the elimination of this route at this time. The ENF also 
references that five areas of estimated habitat for state-listed 
rare species occur adjacent to the existing track but that no rare 
and endangered species will be impacted by the project. These 
statements should be documented by written opinions by the Natural 
Heritage Rare and Endangered Species Program. 


Although the Stoughton alternative has been identified as likely to 
have significant wetland impacts because the route goes through the 
Hockomock Swamp ACEC, wetland impacts associated with this 


a 


C-3.1 


C-3.2 


alternative have not been quantified. Although. there is no active 
rail service on one segment of the Stoughton Branch between 
Stoughton and Taunton, the branch includes a railroad ROW which was 
abandoned in 1966. In addition, the majority of the railroad bed 
in the Stoughton alternative is outside the floodplain of 
associated wetlands and waterways because the railroad grade was 
elevated by fill placement during initial construction. Unlike the 
preferred alternative, which will involve the constructlongeL che 
new 2 mile bypass track, and impact 2.7 to 5.5 acres of wetlands, 
the Stoughton alternative does not involve any new rail segments. 
Although the Stoughton alternative would require complete track and 
roadbed reconstruction, a similar proposal is being undertaken by 
the MBTA (i.e. Newburyport Commuter Line Extension) with minimal 
wetland impacts to the Parker River/Essex Bay ACEC. Even under the 
preferred alternative, although the rails are currently used, the 
existing railbed will require extensive rehabilitation to convert 
from freight to commuter line use. 


Wetland impacts aside, the Stoughton alternative also appears to 
represent a reasonable and cost effective alternative to the 
preferred Attleboro alternative. The estimated costs of the 
Stoughton alternative includes capital costs ($247 million), 
equipment costs ($79.6 million), and net annual Operating costs 
($27 million). The total annualized cost for the entire project 
would be $65.4 million. This alternative would also result in a 
total ridership of 5,480, trip length time of 1:20 Fall River/1:18 
New Bedford, and trip length miles of 52.3 Fall River/55.6 New 
Bedford. Notwithstanding the $3.7 million greater annualized cost 
of the Stoughton alternative, this alternative results in greater 
train boardings, greater new transit riders, fewer new route miles, 
and lower annual operating costs. Although the capital costs are 
greater, the equipment costs are the same for the two alternative. 
When the capital, equipment, and Operating costs are considered, 
the total annualized costs of the preferred alternative is $61.7 
million versus $65.4 million for the Stoughton alternative. 


The Department feels that without a clearer assessment of wetland 
impacts from the Stoughton alternative, the information provided to 
date implies that the Stoughton alternative will have less wetland 
impacts than the preferred alternative. In further quantifying the 
wetland impacts associated with this alternative, the applicant is 
advised to obtain Determinations of Applicability for the wetlands 
boundaries along the proposed project corridor. For complicated 


Sites, the new wetland regulations provide a mechanism to 
incorporate the use of hydrology (e.g. soils) in the delineation of 
wetlands. The usefulness of this regulatory provision is 


particularly appropriate for BVW identification in altered sites 
such as railroad ROW’s. The applicant should also note that much 
of the work associated with resignalization and culvert repair to 
portions of abandoned ROW’s may be eligible for consideration as a 
limited project under the wetland regulations. Also, it should be 
pointed out that long-term right of way vegetation management 


a 


activities are exempt from the Wetlands Protection Act Regulations 
if they are carried out in accordance with Department of Food and 
Agriculture regulations. 


In addition to assessing wetland impacts from the project, the 
wetland variance affords the Commissioner of the Department to 
balance additional environmental benefits and impacts from variance 
projects. As referenced in a recent wetland variance decision, the 
promotion of regional air quality benefits was deemed to contribute 
to the overriding public interest in the project and "[represents] 
a critical element of the state plans to meet federal Clean Air Act 
requirements" .? In the present case, the Stoughton alternative 
also results in greater air quality improvements than the preferred 
alternative. 


The ENF included both microscale and mesoscale air quality analysis 
for the preferred alternative for 1995 existing, 2005 no build and 
2005 build conditions. In addition, a 1990 feasibility study 
compared regional air quality benefits of each project alternative. 


The air quality microscale modeling predicted the impact of the 
project on localized carbon monoxide (CO) concentrations due to 
increases in traffic at intersections located in proximity to the 
project. The results of this analysis indicate that there will be 
no exceedances of either the one hour or eight hour National 
Ambient Air Quality Standard for CO at any of the intersections and 
sensitive receptors modeled. 


The air quality mesoscale analysis predicted the impacts of the 
project on regional emission levels and was performed for volatile 
organic compounds (VOC), CO and oxides of nitrogen (Nox). Total 
emissions were derived by estimating automobile emissions 
reductions resulting from automobile trips diverted to train 
service and subtracting any increases in emissions resulting from 
increased locomotive activity. In summary, the analysis shows a 
decrease in VOC and CO emissions for the 2005 build condition over 
the 2005 the no-build condition. However, the preferred 
alternative will result in a significant increase in Nox emissions 
of 1,408 kg/summer day which is equivalent to 1.55 tons/summer day. 
Nox emissions, in addition to VOC emissions, are ozone precursors 
which react in the presence of sunlight to form the pollutant ozone 
cr "smog". 

The 1990 feasibility study regional air quality benefit comparisons 
indicate that alternatives 4 and 5 result in the greatest daily 
reductions from trips diverted of VOC, CO and NOx with alternative 
4, Fall River/New Bedford via Stoughton, having the greatest 
benefit. As identified in the ENF, the Stoughton alternative is 


3 See: In the Matter of Old Colony Railroad Rehabilitation 
Project (MBTA). January 7, 1993. 


projected to generate 5,480 transit riders per day and result ina 


savings of 247,800 vehicle miles travelled per day. This 
alternative will also result in the daily reduction of 248 NOx 
(Kg) . Conversely, the preferred Attleboro alternative will 


generate 4,205 daily transit riders and a savings of 182,220 
vehicle miles travelled. Based on these lower rider and vehicle 
travel miles, the daily reduction in NOx under the preferred 
alternative is limited to 182 NOx per day. 


Overall the project will result in a net increase in NOx emissions 
which is directly attributable to increased locomotive use 
resulting from a displacement of commuter vehicle trips. While the 
ENF states that the analysis may have over predicted NOx emissions 
due to the fact that it was based on current locomotive technology, 
the Department is. recommending that measures be analyzed and 
presented to mitigate the negative impact of a net increase in NOx 
emissions to area-wide totals. In addition to re-analyzing the 
project based on new and future diesel engine standards, the 
applicant should explore other mitigating technologies including, 
but not limited to, electrification of the rail line and after 
burner technologies. 


Based on the review of the material provided in the ENF, it appears 
that the selection of the Attleboro alignment did not include a 
complete comparison of the environmental impacts of the various 
alternatives. Since the preferred alternative will require a 
wetland variance, this office is compelled to assess the overall 
environmental impacts of the project. Based on the review of the 
ENF, this office requests that the applicant more fully assess the 
Stoughton alternative relative to wetland impacts and generally 
analyze rail technologies which will mitigate air quality impacts. 
Greater efforts should also be made to substantiate why the 
Stoughton alternative, which meets the project objectives and will 
likely result in fewer. environmental impacts, is not being 
considered as the preferred alternative. Although this information 
could be developed as part of an Environmental Impact Report, this 
office feels that the requested information could also be developed 
during the wetland variance process. 


Si rely, 
SOT le 
Robert W edge, Jr. “ 


Acting Divigion Director 
Division of Wetlands and Waterways 


cc: Edward Kunce, DEP 
Arlene O’Donnell, DEP 
George Crombie, DEP/SERO 
Barbara Kwetz, DEP 
John Viola, DEP 
Andrew Brennan, MBTA 


MEMORANDUM 


TO: Dick Foster, Environmental Reviewer, MEPA Unit 
THROUGH: Andrea Papadopoulos, Ph.D., Deputy Regional Director 
Ellie Grillo, Acting Service Center Manager 


cc: Elizabeth Kouloheras, Chief, Wetlands 
Lawrence Dayian, Chief, Water Supply 
Joseph Kowal, Chief, Audits/Site Management 


FROM: Sharon Stone, SERO MEPA Coordinator 
DATE: November 2, 1995 
RE: ENF EOEA #10509 - NEW BEDFORD/FALL RIVER 


Commuter Rail Project 


RAEKEKEKEKEEEKKEEKEKEEKEEKEKKKEKKKKKKEKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKkKkKkKkKK 


The Southeast Regional Office of the Department of Environmental 
Protection has reviewed the Environmental Notification Form (ENF) 
for the New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Project (EOEA #10509). 


The Division of Wetlands indicates that the ENF proposes wetlands 
impacts associated with ROW maintenance, connection between the 
East Taunton station and parking lot, and impacts between 2.68 and 
5.36 acres for the construction of the proposed Attleboro Bypass. 
The proposed wetlands alterations exceed the 5,000 square foot 
alteration of bordering vegetated wetlands alterations permitted in 
310 CMR 10.55 of the Wetlands Protection Act Regulations. A 
Variance to the Wetlands Protection Act Regulations would be 
required. The MBTA may wish to file directly with the DEP for the 
variance portions of the project, and then go to the individual 
towns for the permissible portions of the project. 


The ENF included an alternatives analysis which indicated that the 
wetlands impacts for the Middleboro rail alternative would be 
Similar to the preferred alternative, i.e., the Attleboro 
alternative, and that the Stoughton alternative would have 
Significant wetland impacts, with the route going through the 
Hockomock Swamp Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC). The 
DEP would like to see a more detailed quantification of projected 
wetland impacts associated with each alternative. The ENF 
describes measures proposed to avoid, minimize and mitigate 
wetlands alterations measures that have been taken, including the 
use of adequate siltation controls, and other measures to prevent 
spillage into wetlands. Bridge repairs proposed at several 
locations, and measures to minimize impacts are discussed. The 
proposed project is within the Estimated Wetlands Habitats in 
several areas, and the project proponent has stated that the 
Massachusetts Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program will 
be consulted. 
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DEP Division of Wetlands notes that provided the MBTA obtains a 
Determination of Applicability for the wetlands boundaries, the 
right of way vegetation management activities are exempt from the 
Wetlands Protection Act Regulations, if they are carried out in 
accordance with the Department of Food and Agriculture (DFA) 
regulations. 


DEP would like the proponent to calculate the amount of flood plain 
Significant to wildlife habitat (310 CMR 10.57) proposed to be 
altered and a wildlife habitat evaluation submitted, which may be 
done during the permitting proceedings. 


DEP notes that in the discussion concerning the Fall River station, 
the filling of Crab Pond is proposed. The MBTA should obtain a 
Determination of Applicability as to whether or not the area is a 
wetland resource area as defined in the Wetlands Protection Act 
Regulations, a Pond or Isolated Land Subject to Flooding. The 
filling of Crab Pond would in any case require a 401 Water Quality 
Certificate as would many other aspects of the proposed project. 


There is what appears to be a typo on p.4-63, where Fall River is 
mentioned where it should be New Bedford. 


The Division of Water Supply states that the project does not 
appear to have major impacts to existing public water supplies. 
. The proposal does suggest that the New Bedford spur will run 
through the Fall River-New Bedford water shed areas as outlined on 
the DEP's Southeast Region Water Supply Protection Map. Due to 
certain time constraints, the Division of Water Supply suggests 
that the proposed rail and station layouts be plotted as an overlay 
to our Water Supply Protection Map as mentioned above and be 
submitted for further review and comment. It is suggested that the 
proponents contact the Massachusetts Geographic Informational 
Systems at 617-727-5227 to see what type of services might be 
available to have this laid out against existing water supplies and 
perhaps other outstanding resource waters. 


The Bureau of Waste Site Cleanup indicates that the purpose of this 
project is to re-establish commuter rail service on existing 
freight lines between Boston, Fall River, and New Bedford. The 
proposed project consists of three elements: improvements to the 
existing railroad infrastructure, construction of new commuter rail 
stations and layover facilities, and construction of a new bypass 
track. Construction of 5 new commuter rail stations in Taunton, 
East Taunton, Freetown, Fall River, and New Bedford and layover 
facilities at the two terminal ends of the new Commuter Rail lines 
are proposed. 


The project proponent had Pre-Acquisition Environmental Site 
Assessments conducted on all of the proposed commuter rail station 
sites. Two of the proposed stations (Taunton Station and New 
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Bedford Station) are known disposal sites and the other three 
station locations need further assessment to determine if oil 
and/or hazardous materials is present in the environment. The 
project proponent is aware of the current owners' obligations under 
Chapter 21E and 310 CMR 40.0000, the Massachusetts Contingency Plan 
(MCP) for the two identified disposal sites and their obligations 
should they obtain ownership of these disposal sites. The Project 
Proponent is advised that, if oil and or hazardous material not 
previously identified and/or related to the known release at these 
disposal sites is found, then the BWSC should be notified pursuant 
to 310 CMR 40.0300. In addition, a Licensed Site Professional 
should be retained to render opinions as stated in 310 CMR 40.0000 
and risk reduction measures undertaken pursuant to 310 CMR 40.0400, 
as appropriate. It should also be noted, that historically 
railroad tracks have been associated with soil contamination. If 
needed the BWSC may be contacted for guidance if questions 
regarding cleanup arise. 


The DEP Southeast Regional Office appreciates the opportunity to 
comment on this proposed project. If you have any questions 
regarding these comments, please contact Sharon Stone at (508) 946- 


2846. 
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Letter C-3 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Department of Environmental Protection 


Issue: 


Response: 


More detailed discussion should be provided relative to the 
referenced alternative ROW (ENF p. 2-8 Project Description) that 
would connect the Shore Line with the Attleboro Secondary in 
Taunton via the abandoned Mansfield Secondary. 


An alternative that would connect the Shore Line with the Attleboro 
Secondary in Taunton via the abandoned Mansfield Secondary was 
not considered in detail since the abandoned right-of-way (ROW) 
has been encroached on and is discontinuous. A portion of this 
former right-of-way is under consideration as a bike path, while a 
portion has been developed and is a residential neighborhood. Due 
to these reasons and the costs and community impacts associated 
with them, this alignment is not considered feasible for this project. 


Issue: 


Response: 


The ENF also references that five areas of estimated habitat for state- 
listed rare species occur adjacent to the existing track but that no rare 
and endangered species will be impacted by the project. These 
statements should be documented by written opinions by the 
Natural Heritage Rare and Endangered Species Program. 


Section 4.3 of this DEIR addresses rare species issues. 


MAWATPATE\0S921!IDOCES\REPORTS\ 


DEIR\CHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS DOC 


Issue: 


While the ENF states that the analysis may have over predicted NOx 
emissions due to the fact that it was based on current locomotive 
technology, the Department is recommending that measures be 
analyzed and presented to mitigate the negative impact of a net 
increase in NOx emissions to area-wide totals. In addition to re- 
analyzing the project based on new and future diesel engine 
standards, the applicant should explore other mitigating 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


technologies including, but not limited to, electrification of the rail 
line and after burner technologies. 


Response: Section 4.6 of this DEIR addresses air quality impacts. 

Issue: More fully assess the Stoughton alternative relative to wetland 
impacts and analyze rail technologies which will mitigate air quality 
impacts. 

Response: Section 4.1 of this DEIR presents a full analysis of wetland impacts. 


Air quality impacts and mitigation are discussed in Section 4.6 of this 
DEIR. 
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Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 


Department of 
Environmental Protection 


Southeast Regional Office aa er Fae 
RLGOLIVES 
William F. Weld 
Governor Aibs » (Gye 
Trudy Coxe ae de 
Secretary, EOEA 
David B. Struhs — ne WF 
Commissioner Nit fe ® ‘ 
November 3, 1995 moy 
Secretary Trudy Coxe RE: NEW BEDFORD/FALL RIVER-- 
Executive Office of ENF Review - EOEA #10509 
Environmental Affairs Commuter Rail Project 


100 Cambridge Street 
Boston, Massachusetts 02202 


Wear Secretary Coxe, 


The Southeast Regional Office of the Department of Environmental 
Protection has reviewed the Environmental Notification Form (ENF) 
for the New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Project (EOEA #10509). 


The Division of Wetlands indicates that the ENF proposes wetlands 
impacts associated with ROW maintenance, connection between the 
East Taunton station and parking lot, and impacts between 2.68 and 
5.36 acres for the construction of the proposed Attleboro Bypass. 
The proposed wetlands alterations exceed the 5,000 square foot 
alteration of bordering vegetated wetlands alterations permitted in 
310 CMR 10.55 of the Wetlands Protection Act Regulations. A 
Variance to the Wetlands Protection Act Regulations would be 
required. The MBTA may wish to file directly with the DEP for the 
variance portions of the project, and then go to the individual 
towns for the permissible portions of the project. 


The ENF included an alternatives analysis which indicated that the 
wetlands impacts for the Middleboro rail alternative would be 
Similar to the preferred alternative, a ca the Attleboro 
alternative, and that the Stoughton alternative would have 
Significant wetland impacts, with the route going through the 


Hockomock Swamp Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC). The 
DEP would like to see a more detailed quantification of projected 
wetland impacts associated with each alternative. The ENF 


describes measures proposed to avoid, minimize and mitigate 
wetlands alterations measures that have been taken, including the 
use of adequate siltation controls, and other measures to prevent 
spillage into wetlands. Bridge repairs proposed at several 
locations, and measures to minimize impacts are discussed. The 
proposed project is within the Estimated Wetlands Habitats in 
several areas, and the project proponent has stated that the 
Massachusetts Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program will 
be consulted. 
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DEP Division of Wetlands notes that provided the MBTA obtains a 
Determination of Applicability for the wetlands boundaries, the 
right of way vegetation management activities are exempt from the 
Wetlands Protection Act Regulations, if they are carried out in 
accordance with the Department of Food and Agriculture (DFA) 
regulations. 


DEP would like the proponent to calculate the amount of flood plain 
significant to wildlife habitat (310 CMR 10.57) proposed to be 
altered and a wildlife habitat evaluation submitted, which may be 
done during the permitting proceedings. 


DEP notes that in the discussion concerning the Fall River station, 
the’ filing of Crab: Pond)is soroposed: The MB8TA should obtain a 
Determination of Applicability as to whether or not the area is a 
wetland resource area as defined in the Wetlands Protection Act 
Regulations, a Pond or Isolated Land Subject to Flooding. The 
filling of Crab Pond would in any case require a 401 Water Quality 
Certificate as would many other aspects of the proposed project. 


There is what appears to be a typo on p.4-63, where Fall River is 
mentioned where it should be New Bedford. 


The Division of Water Supply states that the project does not 
appear to have major impacts to existing public water supplies. 
The proposal does suggest that the New Bedford spur will run 
through the Fall River-New Bedford water shed areas as outlined on 
the DEP's Southeast Region Water Supply Protection Map. Due to 
certain “time ‘constraints, the Division of Water Supply suggests 
that the proposed rail and station layouts be plotted as an overlay 
to our Water Supply Protection Map as mentioned above and be 
submitted for further review and comment. It is suggested that the 
proponents contact the Massachusetts Geographic Informational 
Systems at 617-727-5227 to see what type of .services might be 
available to have this laid out against existing water supplies and 
perhaps other outstanding resource waters. 


The Bureau of Waste Site Cleanup indicates that the purpose of this 
project is to re-establish commuter rail service on existing 
freight lines between Boston, Fall River, and New Bedford. The 
proposed project consists of three elements: improvements to the 
existing railroad infrastructure, construction of new commuter rail 
stations and layover facilities, and construction of a new bypass 
Crack. Construction of 5 new commuter rail stations in Taunton, 
Fast Taunton, Freetown, Fall River, and New Bedford and layover 
facilities at the two terminal ends of the new Commuter Rail lines 
are proposed. 4 


The project proponent had Pre-Acquisition Environmental Site 
Assessments conducted on all of the proposed commuter rail station 
sites. Two of the proposed stations (Taunton Station and New 
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Bedford Station) are known disposal sites and the other three 
Station locations need further assessment to determine if oil 
and/or hazardous materials is present in the environment. The 
project proponent is aware of the current owners' obligations under 
Chapter 21E and 310 CMR 40.0000, the Massachusetts Contingency Plan 
(MCP) for the two identified disposal sites and their obligations 
should they obtain ownership of these disposal sites. The Project 
Proponent is advised that, if oil and or hazardous material not 
previously identified and/or related to the known release at these 
disposal sites is found, then the BWSC should be notified pursuant 
to 310 CMR 40.0300. In addition, a Licensed Site Professional 
should be retained to render opinions as stated in 310 CMR 40.0000 
and risk reduction measures undertaken pursuant to 310 CMR 40.0400, 
as appropriate. It should also be noted, that historically 
railroad tracks have been associated with soil contamination. If 
needed the BWSC may be contacted for guidance if questions 
regarding cleanup arise. 


The DEP Southeast Regional Office appreciates the opportunity to 
comment on this proposed project. If you have any questions 
regarding these comments, please contact Sharon Stone at (508) 946- 
2846. 


Very truly youxs, 

YOU! z= PIE 
Andrea Pa afovou Se elie Le 
Deputy Regidnal rector 


AP/SS 


cc: DEP/SERO 
ATTN: Elizabeth Kouloheras 
Chief, Wetlands 


Lawrence Dayian 
Chief, Water Supply 


Joseph Kowal 
Chief, Audits/Site Management 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter C-4 


Department of Environmental Protection, Southeast 


Regional Office 


Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


Response: 


Issue: 


The DEP would like to see a more detailed quantification of 
projected wetland impacts associated with each alternative. 


Section 4.1 of this DEIR provides a detailed assessment of wetland 
impacts. 


DEP would like the proponent to calculate the amount of flood plain 
significant to wildlife habitat (310 CMR 10.57) proposed to be altered 
and a wildlife habitat evaluation submitted, which may be done 
during the permitting proceedings. 


Section 4.1 and 4.3 of this DEIR identify floodplain and wildlife 
habitat impacts. 


DEP notes that in the discussion concerning the Fall River Station, 
the filling of Crab Pond is proposed. The MBTA should obtain a 
Determination of Applicability as to whether or not the area is a 
wetland resource area as defined in the Wetlands Protection Act 
Regulations, a Pond or Isolated Land Subject to Flooding. The filling 
of Crab Pond would in any case require a 401 Water Quality 
Certification as would many other aspects of the proposed project. 


The current proposed Battleship Cove Station will not affect Crab 
Pond. No layover facility is currently proposed in the vicinity of 
Crab Pond. 


Due to certain time constraints, the Division of Water Supply 
suggests that the proposed rail and station layouts be plotted as an 
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MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


overlay to our Water Supply Protection Map as mentioned above 
and be submitted for further review and comment. 


Response: Proposed rail and station layouts are shown, with respect to water 
supply protection areas, on Figure 2.3-2. 
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Letter C- 
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 


NEA AGE US b leles SENATE 
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133-1053 


SENATOR MARK C. W. MONTIGNY ; j COMMITTEE: 
SECOND BRISTOL DISTRICT tedeid ae ee INSURANCE (CHAIRMAN) 
ROOM 413D no POST AUDIT 
TEL. 1617) 722-1440 EDS ENERGY 
GOVERNMENT REGULATIONS 
Fax (617) 722-1068 HUMAN SERVICES AND 
a4 u yt he ELDERLY AFFAIRS 
DISTRICT OFFICE: ta Fy 


888 PURCHASE STREET 
RCOM 304 
NEW BEDFORD. MA 02740 
TEL. (508) 984-1474 
FAx (508) 984-1590 


Secretary Trudy Coxe 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street 

Boston. MA 02202 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


I strongly support the extension of commuter rail service to New Bedford and Fall River. 
This project has been one of my highest priorities since serving as economic development 
director at the New Bedford Chamber of Commerce and President of the Fall River Chamber 
of Commerce. During my tenure in the Senate, I have continued to provide regional 
leadership to bring this project to fruition. 


As the author of the amendment for the $3.5 million in the FY 1994 Transportation bond for 
the current Environmental Impact Study of the extension of commuter rail service, which you 
are now reviewing, I have an especially strong interest in this topic. My goal is to use this 
momentum to move forward with this transportation project ihat is vital to the economic 
future of Southeastern Massachusetts. Not only is this project essential to the economy of 
Southeastern Massachusetts, but it is an environmentally sound one. It will relieve congestion 
on already overcrowded highways causing-a reduction in air pollution. 


I have met with the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority (MBTA) on several 
occasions, and I have listened to their support of the Attleboro line; I will not restate these 
points here, for I am sure you are familiar with the MBTA’s position. I, too, support the 
extension of commuter rail service to Southeastern Massachusetts. However, there is a strong 
coalition of constituent groups, like the Southeastern Regional Planning and Economic 
Development District (SRPEDD) and other planning groups, that have expressed concerns 
about the Attleboro extension. I think these concerns deserve consideration. 


I request that your department address the following areas of concern J present here for your 
analysis. These items are based on correspondence of SRPEDD and other agencies. First, I 
request justification of the number of trains necessary to provide service to Southeastern 
Massachusetts. The number of trains per day, publicized by the MBTA (60), has caused 
great concern to several municipalities. I request a full analysis of the minimum and 
maximum levels of service as well as the likely level of service to be provided. 


I ask that the Department’s Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) include train dispatching 
string line reports for both the Old Colony Middleborough and Attleboro alternatives. These 
string line reports will provide the operational capacity of each alternative. 


—-5.1 


The ENF states "while the proposed project is expected to increase Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) 
emissions in the study area, the Department of Environmental Protection is developing a C-5.2 
State Implementation Plan that will ensure overall reductions in NOx emissions in the Eastern 
Massachusetts non-attainment area." I request that correspondence with DEP be presented on 

this issue. 


The DEIR should also provide a complete analysis regarding the number of cars that will be 
removed from the roadways. The ENF suggests that about 2,500 people will change their 
mode of transportation because of the commuter rail, but the air quality calculations are 
based on the removal of 3,400 vehicles from the Boston commute. Please specify the 
ridership numbers including people who currently use bus lines to commute to Boston and/or 
use the train from existing MBTA subway stations. 


C-5.3 


I also ask you consider the merits of a combined train/bus alternative, which reduces the 

number of train trips and offers more choices to the commuter. A study of this alternative C_5.4 
should include consideration of a subsidy for outside bus companies, a combined train/bus 

ticket and a free MBTA subway and bus pass for monthly ticket holders. 


Finally, I urge you not to abandon consideration of the Middleborough line which has C55 
received strong support among several communities. I am concerned, because I have been 
told that the MBTA will not support other alternatives than the Attleboro line, thus, 

excluding consideration of the Middleborough line. In light of concerns expressed by various 
municipalities, political opposition and the projected expense of the Attleboro line, I urge you 

not to foreclose on the possibility of using the Middleborough alternative. We do not want to 
alienate critics of a specific rail alternative to the point where support for the entire project 
disappears on the basis of the selection of a particular line. I believe these criticisms contain 
legitimate argumentation and deserve careful deliberation. 


The $3.5 million allocation I secured in the 1994 Transportation bond for the current 
environmental impact study on the extension of commuter rail service, was intended to 
provide thorough consideration of more than one alternative for rail service. I urge you to 
utilize part of this allocation for review of the Middleborough line, simultaneous to a review 
of the Attleboro line. However, we can not stand still for those infected with the "Not in My 


Backyard” syndrome, because New Bedford has had its economic needs neglected for too 
long. I urge you to look closely at arguments on all sides of this issue. If the motivation for 
opposition to the commuter rail is simply a narrowly focused concern for "backyard" 
protection, we must look beyond these narrow concerns and focus on the big picture, which 
is the substantial need: for economic rejuvenation in Southeastern Massachusetts. 


Clearly, you can understand the reasoning for advocating the expeditious establishment of 
commuter rail service to our region. This project is the Commonwealth’s most important 
vehicle of economic development and job creation in the short term, and this initiative will 
bring hundreds of jobs to New Bedford. More importantly, commuter rail extension is an 
essential component of a new infrastructure on which to rebuild our economy in the long 
term. This project complements our endeavor to enhance other modes of tranpsortaion, such 
as our efforts to revitalize the New Bedford/Fairhaven Seaport and expand the New Bedford 


Airport. 


The challenge for New Bedford, an urban area currently suffering from economic hardship, 
has been to direct substantial state resources to build a new base for economic development 
and job growth. No single project would accomplish this; an overhaul, a diverse portfolio of 
infrastructural and capital projects from our parks to our bridges, our harbor to our 
university, from commuter rail to the airport, is essential to. build this foundation. My 
colleagues in the House and Senate have supported our successful initiatives in the above 
projects. Commuter rail service is the cornerstone of our effort to rebuild our economy. 


The plan to extend commuter rail service to Southeastern Massachusetts, for interim service 
by 1997 and complete service by 1999, has received very strong support in the communities 
I represent. I am working with a coalition of businesses, labor and political leaders, as well 
as many citizens, who all want to see this plan come to fruition as quickly as possible. I look 
forward to your environmental review and I will continue to work with you, the MBTA and 
the Governor in my position of leadership on this issue to see the expeditious completion of 
this project. 


Sincerely, 


Cee te 


Mark Montifny : 
Senator 
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MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter C-5 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts 


Senator Mark C. W. Montginy 


Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIS should include train dispatching string line reports for 
both the Old Colony Middleborough and Attleboro alternatives. 
These string line reports will provide the operational capacity of 
each alternative. 


Stringline reports for all alternatives are included in the appendix to 
this DEIR. 


The ENF states “while the proposed project is expected to increase 
Nitrogen emissions in the study area, the Department of 
Environmental Protection is developing a State Implementation Plan 
that will ensure overall reductions in NOx emissions in the Eastern 
Massachusetts non-attainment area.” I request that correspondence 
with DEP be presented on this issue. 


The Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection has 
reviewed the air quality analysis and their correspondence is 
included in the appendix to this DEIR. 


The DEIR should also provide a complete analysis regarding the 
number of cars that will be removed from the roadways. The ENF 
suggests that about 2,500 people will change their mode of 
transportation because of the commuter rail, but the air quality 
calculations are based on the removal of 3,400 vehicles from the 
Boston commute. Please specify the ridership numbers including 
people who currently use bus lines to commute to Boston and/or 
use the train from existing MBTA subway stations. 


The ridership estimates for rail and bus were updated in the 
Expanded Alternatives Analysis Report prepared in 1997 and are 
provided in Chapter 2 of this DEIR. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: 


The DEIR should consider the merits of a combined train/bus 
alternative, which reduces the number of train trips and offers more 
choices to the commuter. A study of this alternative should include 
consideration of a subsidy for outside bus companies, a combined 
train/bus ticket and a free MBTA subway and bus pass for monthly 
ticket holders. 


The MBTA feels that the travel time differential between commuter 
rail and private carrier buses would substantially degrade potential 
ridership on commuter bus options. Commuters would have free 
transfers to MBTA bus, commuter rail and subway network. 
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Response: 


Do not abandon consideration of the Middleborough line which has 
received strong support among several communities. 


The Middleborough Alternatives (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) was not selected due to its longer travel times, 
lower ridership, capacity constraints, operational problems on the 
Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the restricted service to 
commuters. The operational analysis prepared for this project 
concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative could not 
support the additional New Bedford /Fall River level of service, due 
to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 
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Letter C-6 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 


MASSACHUSETTS SENATE 


STATE HOUSE. BOSTON 02133-1053 


SENATOR THOMAS C. NORTON COMMITTEES 


FiRST BRISTOL DISTRICT BILLS IN THIRD READING 


ROOM 312. STATE HOUSE (CHAIRMAN) 


TEL. :617' 722-1114 
BUREAU (CHAIRMAN) 


ENERGY 


TPT MGT TEN Locac AFFairs 
L239 Petes 
te te t.d vy Lede WAYS AND MEANS 
Ms. Trudy Coxe 
Secretary Ha 1995 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 7 
100 Cambridge Street, 20th Fl. By: HAS >. 
Boston, MA 02108 wae? A. 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


I would like to take this opportunity to commend the 
Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority in their efforts to 
expand the commuter rail to the residents of Southeastern 
Massachusetts. This project will positively impact the 
constituents of the First Bristol Distrist in various ways. 


The latest proposal shows that their staff has studied the 
area and understands the needs of the commuters in the Greater Fall 
River area. With a station site in Fall River which accesses 
traffic from Interstate 195 and Routes 24, 79, 6 and 138 as well as 
a platform at Battleship Cove and a station site in Freetown, 
commuters will have a number of options as to where they will begin 
and end their destinations. 


I recently meet with MBTA staff to discuss the possibility of 
this project becomming a reality in 1997. I made a few suggestions 
at the time of that meeting that I would like to review with you. 
In regards to the Battleship Cove platform site, why not provide 
for a station site with a parking facility? This site would 
definitely promote tourisim as weil as invite industry to that 
area. The change could in turn make this area a year round tourist 
attraction destination. 


Furthermore, I would also like to address the Freetown Site. 
The choice of the Copicut Road. location, the site which is outlined 
in the Environmental Notification Form, is the most logical in 
terms of access and impact on the area. I have spoken with my 
colleague Representative Albert Herren regarding this site and he 
is also in favor of this location for the following reasons. The 
Copicut Road location accesses traffic from Routes 79 and 24 as 
well as local traffic from Freetown and North Fall River. The 
sand/gravel excavation site which was discussed as an alternative 
site is located on Ridge Hill Road. This Road is an exteremly busy 
road for its size and is located in the center of town. This road 
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is access to many small businesses as well as a trucking firm with 
eighteen wheeled vehicles using the road on a daily basis. This 
Road is also directly across the street from a busy strip mall. 


I believe that the MBTA mentioned that an access point from 
Route 24 could be added but I feel that the majority of commuters 
will be traveling to and from the local towns and will not be 
accessing the highway. The Copicut Road location would allow 
commuters with an easy in and out access to their destinations with 
very little impact on the area. 


I thank you for the opportunity to voice my opinions. I would 
like to work with you and your staff in making this project a 
reality. If you have any questions or if I can be of assistance to 
you, please feel free to contact me. 


Sinceralyv 
wINCEereL.y, 


om NORTON 
State Senator 


c: Andrew Brennan 
Alan Austin 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter C-6 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Senator Thomas C. Norton 


(C-6.1) 
Issue: Provide for a station site with a parking facility at Battleship Cove. 
Response: An off-peak, tourist station site is proposed at Battleship Cove in Fall 
River. A platform with joint parking with the adjacent development 
would be developed at the site. 
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Letter C-7 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
STATE HOUSE. BOSTON 02133-1054 


JOSEPH B. MCINTYRE ; Chairman 
REPRESENTATIVE Committee on Judiciary 
12T | RI 
H BRISTOL DISTRICT . ROOM 138, STATE HOUSE 
367 BROWNELL AVENUE a Oem : 
Rae recone TEL. (617) 722-2396 


NEW BEDFORD. MA 02740 | 
TEL. (508) 997-7565 


DISTRICT OFFICE: 
x GS 115 ORCHARD STREET 
= NEW BEDFORD. MA 02740 
TEL. (508) 997-5433 


November 20, 1995 


The Honorable Trudy Cox 

Secretary 

Executive Office of Environmental 
Affairs 

100 Cambridge Street 

20th Floor 

Boston, MA 02202 


Dear Secretary Cox: 
| write to you to urge your approval of the commuter rail extension to New Bedford and Fall River. 


The project produces beneficial consequences for the economy of southeastern Massachusetts 
as well as the commonwealth’s environment. As you know, New Bedford and Fall River have not 
enjoyed train service since 1959. The lack of service has placed our region at competitive 
disadvantage vis-a-vi other areas of the state. This disadvantage has thwarted economic 
development and left our region with unemployment rates that significantly exceed statewide 
averages. The rail service, by further strengthening our link with the economic hub of Boston, will 
link our local economy with the greater Boston prosperity, thereby reducing the divergence in our 
respective economies. Additionally, the reduction of auto traffic resulting from an operational rail 
link will significantly reduce automobile pollutants. Further growth in southeastern 
Massachusetts, spawned by the rail link, will lessen the congestion and over development in and 
around Boston. Thus, this project yields significant gains to the economy and our environment. 


Considering the commuter rail’s projected economic and environmental gains, | strongly 
recommend your approval of it. 


Thank you. 


Sincerely, 


/ } 
fife f B. Méh AeA 
Z House Chairman” 


7. SBM/jm 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter C-7 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Representative Joseph B. Mcintyre 


No response necessary. 
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je eh Letter C-8 
ptt 
EXHIBIT 'B 
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
MASSACHUSETTS SENATE 
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133-1054 

MARC R. PACHECO SOMMITTEES: 

STATE SENATOR HEALTH CARE 
THE 18ST PLYMOUTH ANO BRISTOL (CHAIRMAN) 
- OISTRICT : as 
Room 4138 INSURANCE 
MECICGI 7) ice | GOVERNMENT REGULATIONS 


NATUFAL RESOURCES 
ELECTION Laws 


October 3, 1995 


Robert Egan, Project Manager 
Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority 
1515 Hancock Street 

Quincy, MA 02169 


Dear eMr: sEgan, 
I am writing as a follow up to the Taunton Municipal Council’s 


letter dated September 21, 1995 to Mr. Alan Austin, requesting the 
MBTA to consider providing rail service above or below ground at 


ali grade crossings in the city of Taunton. Lt. support tae 
Council’s proposal and urge the MBTA to seriously consider their 
request, This is an issue of great concern to me and to the 


citizens of Taunton. 


The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts along with 
city/town officials, and. the business community have. been 
advocating for the restoration of commuter rail service in this 
area for many years. Since rail service stopped in the late 
1950's, Southeastern Massachusetts has become the fastest growing 
region in the state attracting a variety of businesses, as well as, 
many new families. I believe the residents in. Southeastern 
Massachusetts support restoration of the rail service to the region 
for it would be an important link to continued economic growth, job 
opportunities and it would provide a convenient method of timely 
transportation service to four major metropolitan areas; Boston, 
Taunton, -New Bedford and Fall River. . 


,+ Panasonic FAX SYSTEM PHONE NO. : Oct. O4 1995 85:21AM P3 


However, as with any new proposal, there are some issues which 
first need to be addressed when considering the MBTA’s plan to 
extend rail service to Southeastern Massachusetts. One of these 
issues is the impact of grade crossings in the city of Taunton. 
The high number of grade crossings, located primarily in the center 
of the city has caused much concern among local residents and city 
officials. The fifteen grade crossings located within a one mile 
radius, may have an impact on traffic flow and delays in response 
time for emergency vehicles, as well as an inconvenience for 
motorists. 


I am urging the MBTA to fully consider providing rail service 
above or below ground at all grade crossings in the city of 
Taunton. Your prompt attention to this matter is greatly 
appreciated. Please notify my office and the Taunton City Council 
on the MBTA’s response to our request. 


Sincerely, e 
Cha. ee Se bk 


CR. PACHECO 
State Senator 


MRP/zEf 


cc: Taunton City Council 


CITY OF TAUNTON 


IN MUNICIPAL COUNCIL 


Received and filed, 
Can paid 


City Clerk. 


C-8.1 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter C-8 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts 


Senator Marc R. Pacheco 
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Issue: 


Response: 


Address the impact of grade crossings in the City of Taunton. The 
high number of grade crossings, located primarily in the center of 
the City, has caused much concern among local residents and city 
officials. The fifteen grade crossings located within a one mile 
radius, may have an impact on traffic flow and delays in response 
time for emergency vehicles, as well as an inconvenience for 
motorists. The MBTA should consider providing rail service above 
or below ground at all grade crossings in the City of Taunton. 


There are 15 at-grade crossings located within the city of Taunton 
along a 5.34-mile stretch of track. The densest segment of crossings 
is located in downtown Taunton between Porter Street (MP 11.0) and 
Weir Street (MP 11.6). There are six crossings located along this 

0.6 mile segment. The proposed Taunton Center station is located 
immediately west of the Porter Street crossing. Trains servicing both 
the Fall River and New Bedford lines will be stopping at Taunton 
Center. Asa result, trains will be moving slowly through all 15 of 
the crossings located in Taunton. At the crossings immediately 
adjacent to the station, the trains are likely to be traveling no faster 
than 25 MPH. At the crossings located furthest from the station in 
Taunton, train speeds are likely to be in the 40 to 45 MPH range. 
Based on these operating speeds, the length of time the crossing is 
blocked (from activation of the warning lights to the raising of the 
gates) would range from approximately 60 to 90 seconds. 


Each of the 60 scheduled weekday trains will be stopping at the 
Taunton Center station. The operating plan for the Attleboro 
Alternative documented in the 1995 filing included 60 trains a day 
(30 on the Fall River Line and 30 on the New Bedford Line). Of the 
30 trains a day on each line, 15 would be inbound (to Boston) and 
15 outbound. As noted previously, all 60 trains a day would stop in 
Taunton Center. Since the 1995 filing, the MBTA has revised the 
service plan for the Attleboro Alternative. With the revised plan, a 
maximum of 44 trains a day are proposed (22 on the Fall River Line 
and 22 on the New Bedford Line). 
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Automobile traffic on city streets is heaviest during the weekday 
morning (7:00 to 9:00 AM) and evening peak periods (4:00 to 6:00 
PM). Based on MBTA operating practices and the convergence of 
the two branches (New Bedford and Fall River), a maximum of four 
trains (three inbound and one outbound) would likely pass through 
these grade crossing during the morning peak hour. In the evening 
peak hour, a maximum of four trains (one inbound and three 
outbound) would pass through the crossing. It is during these two 
peak hours that the maximum projected queues and delays reported 
in the 1995 MBTA study would be expected to develop. Outside of 
the peak periods, service is likely to be provided on 90 to 120 minute 
headways on each branch resulting in 45 to 60 minute headways at 
the Taunton Center station. This level of service would result in 
approximately one to two trains an hour on the line (9:00 AM to 
4:00 PM and 7:00 PM to 11:00 PM). 


The traffic impacts of the grade crossings in Taunton were reviewed 
as part of the Environmental Notification Form prepared by the 
MBTA in 1995 for the New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail 
Project. The actual delays and resulting queue lengths were 
calculated for each grade crossing and can be found in the Technical 
Report, Analysis of Traffic Impacts of Station and Grade Crossing, 
September 1995. The following table summarizes the queue lengths 
estimated for the Taunton grade crossings. 


Taunton Crossing Impacts 


Milepost Anticipated Queue (number of 
Grade Crossing Location Location vehicles) 
Harvey Street 7.2 3-5 
Crane Avenue 7.8 2-3 
Freemont Street 8.7 2-3 
West Britannia Street 9.5 2-3 
Danforth Street 10.1 2-3 
Tremont Street/Route 140 10.5 16 
Oak Street 10.8 13 
Porter Street 11.0 2-3 
Cohannet Street 11.1 2-3 
Winthrop Street/Route 44 11.1 10-15 
Harrison Avenue 11.3 2-3 
Somerset Avenue/Route 138 1 7-10 
Weir Street 11.6 8-10 
Ingall Street 12.0 7-8 
Hart Street 12.5 10 
G.W. Stevens Street 14.3 0-1 
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Taunton's concerns regarding grade crossings are not unique. Many 
of the existing MBTA commuter rail lines and stations are located 
within busy downtown areas where the train does impact traffic at 
multiple crossings during the peak hours. Prior to the start of 
service on the restored Old Colony lines in 1997, the MBTA and 
Operation Lifesaver conducted an extensive public education 
program focusing on grade crossing safety. Local emergency 
response personnel were also educated regarding the schedule of 
service on the lines. The MBTA would likely undertake a similar 
program prior to the restoration of commuter rail service to New 
Bedford and Fall River. 


As a result of the extensive comments received on the Taunton grade 
crossings, the MBTA re-evaluated the Attleboro Alternative 
(resulting in the reduction of the number of daily trains) and 
developed a new alternative. The new alternative, the Stoughton 
Alternative, extends the existing Stoughton commuter rail line south 
through Easton and Raynham on an existing right-of-way. The 
Stoughton Alternative relocates the commuter rail line and the 
station out of downtown Taunton. The new Taunton Station site is 
proposed for Dean Street. This alignment includes only five at-grade 
crossings in Taunton. They are: 


» Longmeadow Road/Winter Street 
> Dean Street (Route 44) 

»  Ingell Street 

> Hart Street 

> Stevens Street 


Three of the crossings (Ingell Street, Hart Street, and Stevens Street) 
were previously evaluated in the 1995 filing documentation. The 
two new crossings and the proposed Dean Street station are 
documented in Section 4.5 of this DEIR. 
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Letter C-9 


he Commonwealth of Massachusetts 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133-1054 


WILLIAM M. STRAUS Committees: 
REPRESENTATIVE Transportation 


10TH BRISTOL DISTRICT . : Nani Has dunce Coo RE 
Rt Ay d Post Audit and Oversight 
ba . 


TEL. (508) 992-1270 Ethics 


if}, ROOM 39, STATE HOUSE 
ott TEL. (617) 722-2240 


WEP A fe: ; i, E-MAIL: STRAUSREP@AOL.COM 
> Diget) & 


October 10, 1995 


Ms. Trudy Coxe 


Secretary of Environmental Affairs At aye 


100 Cambridge Street 
Boston, MA 02202 


Attn: MEPA Unit 

Re: New Bedford-Fall River Commuter Rail Project 
Dear Secretary Coxe: 
I wish to be listed among those to be notified of any site visit 
or consultation sessions with regard to the pending Environmental 
Notification Form on the above project. My interest, of course, 
continues with regard to any environmental impact report which I 
assume will be necessary for this project. 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Very truly yours, 


William Straus 
State Representative 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter C-9 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Representative William M. Straus 


No response necessary. 
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November 15, 1995 


Secretary Trudy Coxe 

Executive Office of Environmental A ffairs (EOEA) 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 2000 
Boston, MA 02202 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


We are writing to you Tegarding the matter of the MBTA’‘s proposal to extend train service 
from South Station to Fall River and New Bedford via Attleboro (EOEA #10509). As this 
proposal would have a major impact on the communities of Attleboro, Norton and Taunton in 
terms of public safety, traffic congestion and the loss of wetlands, we respectfully urge that 
EOEA require the MBTA to prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for this proposal. 
We would also urge that, as part of the EIR, the MBTA be required to assess all the 
alternative commuter line routes to New Bedford and Fall River, including the Middleboro 
Line. It is our view that a thorough analysis of the alternative routes will show that the 
Middleboro Route is superior to the alternative proposed by the MBTA. 


C-10.1 


As proposed by the MBTA, the plan to extend service to Fall River and New Bedford would 
require the placement of a substantial number of grade crossings, including fifteen in T. aunton, 
four in Norton and one in Attleboro. These grade crossings would result in a serious 
disruption to the flow of traffic in these communities, and would pose a significant safety 
hazard. In addition, the construction of this extension would lead to a significant loss of 
wetlands in Attleboro and Norton. 


As representatives of the City of Attleboro, we recognize the importance of mass transit to 
the state as a means of promoting economic development and reducing air pollution. 
However, we also believe that the State must carefully consider all the alternatives routes to 


Fall River and New Bedford, and that to date the MBTA has failed to do so. On behalf of 
the citizens of Attleboro, we urge your expeditious attention to this matter. 


Sincerely, 


CherfI/A. Jacque 


Open, Fn Pade 


Lepper 
CAJ\gxon 


gxon\coxe 


Letter C-10 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Senator Cheryl A. Jacques 


(C-10.1) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR, should assess all the alternative commuter line routes to 
New Bedford and Fall River, including the Middleborough Line. 


The Stoughton Alternative is presented in the DEIR. The 
Middleborough Alternative was not selected due to longer travel 
times, lower ridership, capacity constraints and operational 
problems on the Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the 
restricted service to commuters. The operational analysis prepared 
for this project concluded that the Middleborough Alternative could 
not support the additional New Bedford/Fall River level of service, 
due to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan. Chapter 3 of this DEIR provides a summary of the 
alternatives considered. 
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Secretary Trudy Coxe 

Executive Office of Environmental Attairs 

100 Cambridge Street 

Boston, Massachusetts 02202 

ATTENTION: MEPA Office 

RE: MBTA New Bedford/Fall River/Taunton Commuter Rail 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the MBTA’s ENF. 
I want to make it expressly clear that I fully support the 
extension of commuter rail service to Taunton, New Bedford and Fall 
River. I disagree most vehemently with the present proposal which 
I refer to at the Attleboro Alternative. I support and urge your C-11 
consideration of the Middleboro Alternative as I believe it would 
have a substantially less negative impact on the City of Taunton. 


The present proposal (Attleboro Alternative) would cause sixty 
(60) trains a day to literally bisect the City of Taunton on an 
east/west line. It would create nine hundred (900) gate raisings 
over the fifteen (15) street level grade crossings in the City of 
Taunton. 


Taunton is receiving twice the number of trains under this 
plan as Fall River and New Bedford. This is clearly nog 
accommodate any commuter needs in the City of Taunton, but simply 
to accommodate a need for thirty (30) trains a day to each of Fall 
River and New Bedford which must pass through Taunton simply 
because of our geographical location. No other city inwene 
Commonwealth endures anywhere near this number of street level 
crossings. Needham, with five (5) grade crossings, is in no way 
comparable to the situation that would be created in the City of 
Taunton. 


The prospects of sixty (60) trains a day entering my city 
raises significant environmental concerns. I call your attention 
first to what I consider to be the significant impact of noise 
pollution which would occur as a result of this plan. As I am sure 
you are aware, federal regulations require a continuous whistle 
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blast prior to each road crossing. Because of the route layout, 
this would create a virtual continuous train whistle throughout the 
City of Taunton from 7:00 in the morning until 11:00 in the evening 
every day. The road crossings run through newly developed upscale 
residential housing at the west end of the city and continue 
through the most densely populated sections of the city. In many 
areas, the train will literally be in people’s back yards. 


In addition to noise pollution, expansion of the existing 
single rail train to a double line, particularly in the areas on 
the western boundaries of the city near the Norton town boundary, 
may have a significant negative impact on wetland areas which abut 
the existing train line. I am also greatly concerned that the 
already difficult traffic situations which exist in the center of 
Taunton would be greatly magnified by the introduction of trains 
which would cause further traffic delay and build-up which would 
undoubtedly contribute to noxious auto emissions in the downtown 
area. 


It is also a concern that the peak commuter train hours would 
coincide with school bus pick up and drop off. This is an 
especially sensitive area in light of the recent Chicago tragedy, 
and especially in view of the fact that virtually every bus route 
crosses the railroad line at some point. 


All of these problems could be avoided by persuading the MBTA 
to pursue the development of the Middleboro to East Taunton 
Alternative. With what I consider to be slight modification, this 
plan will provide service to both Fall River and New Bedford 
through the same East Taunton station contemplated in the Attleboro 
proposal without causing the tremendous negative impact on the City 
of Taunton through both noise and traffic pollution which would 
undoubtedly be created by the present proposal. 


I respectfully seek your assistance in persuading the MBTA 
that the quality of life of the citizens of Taunton will be far 
better served by selection of the Middleboro Alternative. 


Thank you for giving me the opportunity to comment on this 


subject. 
od 


ae 
Very truly/yours, 
BoP yea 


4s ee ) 


JHF:kas 
cc: The Honorable Robert Nune 
Southeastern Regional Planning 
and Economic Development ‘District 


C-11.2 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter C-11 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts 


Representative James H. Fagan 


(C-11.1) 
Issue: 
Response: 
(C-11.2) 
(e112) eee OL I oe ER RB 
Issue: 
Response: 


I disagree most vehemently with the present proposal which I refer 
to as the Attleboro Alternative. I support and urge your 
consideration of the Middleborough Alternative as I believe it would 
have a substantially less negative impact on the City of Taunton. 


The Middleborough Alternative (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) was not selected due to longer travel times, 
lower ridership, capacity constraints and operational problems on 
the Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the restricted 
service tocommuters. The operational analysis prepared for this 
project concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative could 
not support the additional New Bedford/Fall River level of service, 
due to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan. Chapter 3 of this DEIR summarizes the alternatives 
analysis. 


Iam greatly concerned that the already difficult traffic situations 
which exist in the center of Taunton would be greatly magnified by 
the introduction of trains which would cause further traffic delay 
and build-up which would undoubtedly contribute to noxious auto 
emissions in the downtown area. 


A number of reviewers commented on the grade crossing situation 
in Taunton with the proposed Attleboro Alternative. Please refer to 
the Comment C.8.1 response for a full discussion of the grade 
crossing issue in Taunton. 
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BARBARA C. HYLAND 
FIRST BRISTOL DISTRICT 
38 BICKNELL STREET 
FOXBOROUGH. MA 02035 
(S08) 543-6847 


ROOM 130. STATE HOUSE 


Letter C-12 


, : 4 
fF Cimmenccenlek of.  Massathcustle D « 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133-1054 


Committees on: 
Health Care 
Government Regulations 


LEGISLATIVE ASSISTANT 
JANE S. CURTIS 


(617) 722-2130 October 31, 1995 og tENED 


Trudy Coxe, Secretary 4 ? h 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs Mt 

100 Cambridge Street - Room 2000 

Boston, MA 02202 


Re: MEPA Review of New Bedford /Fall River MBTA Commuter Rail Line 
EOEA 10509 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


I believe residents of the towns of Towns of Taunton, Norton, Attleboro, 
Mansfield and Foxboro will suffer serious noise and safety impacts as a result of the 
MBTA’s New Bedford/Fall River proposal. This proposal triples the number of 
commuter trains running through these towns. The Attleboro rail line is the busiest in the 
entire MBTA system. It is also the line on which Amtrak will be implementing high 
speed rail service from New York to Boston in the near future. 


Reactivating the rail line through Taunton will entail 15 grade crossings and cut 
the center of the city in half. The plan proposes a new bypass on the Attleboro/Norton 
line that will disrupt quiet suburban neighborhoods and generate 8 additional grade 
crossings while providing no additional rail service to the citizens of Norton. Attleboro is 
already host to 2 rail stations on the main line coming from Providence. The new line 
will cut across route 123, one of the busiest thoroughfares in the city, making a bridge or 
tunnel necessary in order to ensure smooth traffic flow. 


The most direct route from the New Bedford/Fall River area is the Old Colony 
Line through Middleboro. Taunton commuters would be serviced by a station in East 
Taunton on this route. Currently, Middleboro is situated at the end of the Old Colony 
Line and is the reluctant host for trains that must layover until the next day. If the trains 
were to run through to New Bedford/Fall River, the layover stations would automatically 
be relocated to those areas. 


Printed on Recyled Paper 


MBTA officials have maintained that the rail line from Braintree into Boston does 
not have the capacity to handle traffic from both the South Shore and from New 
Bedford/Fall River. Everyone realizes that the possibility of running trains on the 
Greenbush Line into Boston is driving the decision to move the New Bedford/Fall River 
Line west toward Attleboro. As you know, the commuters in the South Shore area are 
continuing to say “no” to Greenbush. Asa result, we hope that the Administration will 
reconsider its position and recommend that the Old Colony Line service Fall River and 
New Bedford. 


Recently the national news carried the tragic story of a school bus struck by a 
train at local grade crossing where 7 students were killed. I believe that the MBTA is 
making an irresponsible decision to run tracks through a highly residential area where 
many grade crossings will imperil the lives of the residents in those communities. 


Yours truly, 


Barbara C. Hyland 
State Representative 


C-12. 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter C-12 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Representative Barbara C. Hyland 


(C-12.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


We hope that the Administration will reconsider its position and 
recommend that the Old Colony Line service Fall River and New 
Bedford. 


The Middleborough Alternative (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) was not selected due to longer travel times, 
lower ridership, capacity constraints and operational problems on 
the Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the restricted 
service tocommuters. The operational analysis prepared for this 
project concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative could 
not support the additional New Bedford/ Fall River level of service, 
due to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan. Chapter 3 of this Draft EIR summarizes the 
alternatives analysis. 
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Letter D-1 


City Of Attlebora, Massachusetts pi 


DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & LAND USE huni Th 
Government Center, 77 Park Street ray 1955 
Attleboro, Massachusetts 02703 i 

508-223-2222 * Fax 508-222-3046 259A 

i gd 

LANDIS £. HERSHEY Wha 

CONSERVATION AGENT 

Secretary Trudy Coxe November 3, 1995 


Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 2000 
Boston, MA 02202 

RE: EOEA #10509 


Dear Ms. Coxe, 


On behalf of the Attleboro Conservation Commission, please consider the following 
comments and concerns regarding the proposed New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail - 
Attleboro Bypass: 


1) 


2) 


a 


4) 


The wetlands indicated on the map of the proposed Bypass site, page 21 of 
21 of the ENF, do not adequately represent the extent of the wetlands in the 
area. This information is based on the review of wetland delineations 

associated with past filings with the Conservation Commission. 


It is critical to maintain the easterly flow of the streams in the Richardson 

Avenue area to curtail imminent flooding problems if the flow is not 

maintained. This area of the City already has problems with drainage across 
the existing utility line. 


The Richardson Avenue area is a section of Attleboro which, until recently, 
has remained relatively undeveloped. But currently, there are several 
projects and proposed projects which will have a cumulative impact on the 
wetland system. The cumulative impact to the wetlands system must be 
considered during the review process. Proposed and past projects are as 
follows: 


1. In 1994, the City of Attleboro reconstructed approximately 

_ amile of Richardson Avenue from Route 123 to the Norton 
Town Line. The reconstruction altered 5,475 square feet of 
wetlands. ~~ 


2. Several single family dwellings are currently approved and 
being built along Richardson Avenue adjacent to wetlands. 


3. There are two subdivisions, one containing 66 lots and the 
other containing 33 lots, which are currently under review 
by the Planning Boards and the Conservation Commission. 


E.O.E.A. must also take into consideration the possible alteration of 
agriculture fields identified in the area of Richardson Avenue by the 
Massachusetts Department of Food and A griculture during the ENF review 
for the Richardson Ave. Reconstruction Project (EOEA #8486 1990). 


D-1.4 


Thank you for your anticipated consideration regarding the above concerns and comments. If there 
is any additional information which may be helpful during the review process please contact me at 
(508) 223-2222 ext. 3144. 


pueerely, 


fake 


Landis E. Hershey, 
Attieboro Conservation Agent 


cc: Mayor Judith H. Robbins 
_ Council President John Parker 
State Senator Cheryl Jacques 
State Representative John Lepper 
Gary G. Ayrassian, City Planner 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-1 


City of Attleboro, Department of Planning and Land Use 


Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


The wetlands indicated on the map of the proposed Bypass site, page 


21 of 21 of the ENF, do not adequately represent the extent of the 
wetlands in the area. This information is based on the review of 
wetland delineations associated with past filings with the 
Conservation Commission. 


Section 4.1 of this DEIR addresses wetland identifications and 
impacts. 


It is critical to maintain the easterly flow of the streams in the 
Richardson Avenue area to curtail imminent flooding problems if 
the flow is not maintained. This area of the City already has 
problems with drainage across the existing utility line. 


If the Attleboro Alternative were to be selected as the MBTA’s 
preferred alternative, streamflows would be maintained through 
appropriately-sized culverts. 


The cumulative impact to the wetlands system must be considered 
during the review process. The DEIR should consider these 
proposed and past projects in the Richardson Avenue area 

1. In1994, the City of Attleboro reconstructed approximately a 


mile of Richardson Avenue from Route 123 to the Norton Town 


Line. The reconstruction altered 5,475 square feet of wetlands. 
2. Several single family dwellings are currently approved and 
being built along Richardson Avenue adjacent to wetlands. 
3. There are two subdivisions, one containing 66 lots and the other 
containing 33 lots, which are currently under review by the 
Planning Boards and the Conservation Commission. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: If the Attleboro Alternative were to be selected as the MBTA’s 
preferred alternative, cumulative impacts would be addressed 
during the permit process. 


Issue: E.O.E.A. must also take into consideration the possible alteration of 
agriculture fields identified in the area of Richardson Avenue by the 
Massachusetts Department of Food and Agriculture during the ENF 
review for the Richardson Ave. Reconstruction Project (EOEA #8486 
1990). 


Response: The Attleboro Alternative would not alter any existing agricultural 
fields. 
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From 1 DESIGN&CONSTRUCTION PHONE No. : 588 979 1584 
ti Letter D-2 


OFFICE O1 IHE MAYOR 


MAYOR 
ROSEMARY S. TIERNEY November 16, 1995 


133 Willlam Sitrect 
New Redford, Massachusetts 02740 
508-979-1410 Lae 


Fax: 508-991-6189 catene at 
Ves sere J bee be 
3 : sO5 Ms 
rif | Fa 
m~ 
Ms. Tnidy Coxe, Secretary SATO TS 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs AB Bs 
MEPA Office 
100 Cambridge Street 
Boston, MA 


RE: MBTA New Bedford/Fall River/Taunton Commuter Rail 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


As an elected official] affected by the decision of the MBTA to cxtend commuter rail service to 
southcastern Massachusetts, and particularly New Bedford, let me state that 1 fully support this 
cconomic initiative sponsored by the MBTA and endorsed by Governor William Weld. Once 
completed, New Bedford will truly become a destination for commercial, industrial and Joisuro 


activity, 


My administration has worked tirelessly lo knit wn intermodal transportation network throughout 
the region. From harbor dredging, airport runway extension, gaming possibilities and a National 
Park designation to the extension of commuter rail, this sector of southeastern Massachiusctts is 
poised Lo experience long awaited and significant economic growth. 


With the Central Artery clogged, these intermodal alternatives make excellent sense to relicve 
growing congestion along routes 24, 3 & 128, reduce poJlution and conveniently move a new 
slice of an available workforce to aid from Boston. 


‘rom : DESIGN&CONSTRUCT ION FrWinon iIWOe5e © wow HI' 4 4" 


I encourage your office to review all suggestions and criticism during the public comment period 
but hope that cfforts during the post comment period do uol slow down while studies of new f 
alternatives or exhaustive reviews of the cxisting options take place. I fecl that proper planning 
has occurred, and it is now prudent to move toward implementation. Implementation does not | 
connote disregard for those questions still needing cngineesing remediation, rather implementation 
suggests concentrating on thosc issues such as traffic iniligation, cnvironmental remediation and 
final station locations while moving forward towards limited raiJ service by 1996. 


Rosemary S. Tiérney, 


Mayor 


Sincerely, 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-2 
City of New Bedford 
Mayor Rosemary Tierney 


No response necessary. 
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LAWRENCE D. WORDEN 
COMMISSIONER 


Ms. Trudy Coxe, Secretary 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 


100 Cambridge Street 
Cambridge, MA 02202 


RE: New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Project 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


CITY OF NEW BEDFORD 
MASSACHUSETTS 


DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 
133 WILLIAM STREET 
NEW BEDFORD, MA 02740 
(508) 979-1527 i eneps 


— 


Letter D-3 


br 


rn 


117.0); 
We Yh 
Lott “ad 7 


November 27, 1995 


This office has reviewed the Environmental Notification Form for the New Bedford/ Fall 
River Commuter Rail Project and expresses its support for this project and the potential benefits 
for the City. The following comments are presented to assist the project proponents in addressing 
issues which will be further expanded upon in the environmental impact report. 


TRAFFIC 
Tarkiln Hill Road Grade Crossing 


The City has reviewed the proposed traffic impacts which will result from the project, 


The proponent should further examine the Tarkiln Hill Road grade crossing. Proposed 
projects which were the subject of recent MEPA submittals (Super Stop and Shop, 


D-3.1 


Wampanoag Family Entertainment Complex and the New Bedford Regional Airport _ 
Expansion) will likely contribute to traffic in this area. The proponent should look at 
cumulative traffic impacts of all proposed projects in this area. 


MacArthur Drive at Herman Mebille Boulevard 


In its discussion of the proposed mitigation at MacArthur Drive and Herman Meleville 


Boulevard, the ENF states that "...the MBTA is committed to widening Logan Street...”. 


D-3.2 


It is assumed this is a typographical error and that MBTA will widen Herman Meleville 


Boulevard. 


Pmt es watt we PR en 
- 


The proponent proposes to construct the New Bedford rail station and layover facility on 
a vacant parcel of railroad Jand on Herman Melville Boulevard in New Bedford. The site 
has been the subject of past site investigations conducted by EPA. The ENF states that 
"(i)f the MBTA elects to purchase the proposed station location, then the MBTA as the 


property owner will assume..." response action obligations. 


The City supports the selection of this site as a proposed location for the New Bedford rail 
station. Purchase of this site by MBTA and the subsequent remediation which could 
occur would result in a positive impact. 


NOISE IMPACTS 


The ENF states that the project will result in sever noise impacts at four (4) locations in 
New Bedford and proposes to develop a Noise/Vibration Mitigation Plan. The City 
supports these efforts to mitigate for severe noise impacts from this project. 


D-3.3 


The City appreciates the opportunity to comment on this project and urges an expeditious review. 
Thank you for considering these comments. 


Sincerely, 


. Scott D. Alfonse ! 
. Senior Environmental Planner 


cc: Rosemary S. Tiemey, Mayor 
Andrew Brennan, MBTA 


MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-3 
City of New Bedford 
Department of Public Works 


Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


The proponent should further examine the Tarkiln Hill Road grade 
crossing. Proposed projects which were the subject of recent MEPA 
submittals (Super Stop and Shop, Wampanoag Family 
Entertainment Complex and the EW Bedford Regional Airport 
Expansion) will likely contribute to traffic in this area. The 
proponent should look at cumulative traffic impacts of all proposed 
projects in this area. 


Please refer to the Comment A.1.8 response for a full discussion of 
the Tarkiln Hill Road grade crossing issue. 


In its discussion of the proposed mitigation at MacArthur Drive and 
Herman Melville Boulevard, the ENF states that ”...the MBTA is 
committed to widening Logan Street.” It is assumed this is a 
typographical error and that MBTA will widen Herman Melville 
Boulevard. 


The commentor is correct. The text was referring to Herman 
Melville Boulevard and not Logan Street. The proposal is for 
Herman Melville Boulevard to be widened and striped to provide 
exclusive right and left turn lanes at the MacAuther Drive 
intersection as part of the mitigation for this intersection. 


The ENF states that the project will result in severe noise impacts at 
four (4) locations in New Bedford and proposes to develop a 
Noise/ Vibration Mitigation Plan. The city supports these efforts to 
mitigate for severe noise impacts from this project. 


No response necessary. 
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Letter D-4 


ily of New Bedfard 


OFFICE OF CITY COUNCIL 
- 133 William Street * New Bedford, Massachusetts 02740 ° (508) 979-1455 


George Rogers 


Councillor at Large 


CHAIRMAN 
Committee on Ordinances 


Secretary of Environmental Affairs 
c/o MBTA Environmental Dept. 

POMP ark Plaza 

Boston,MA 

ORAS Ps 


10-15-95 


Dearssecretary: 


I am writing to endorse, in the strongest possible terms, the re-estab- 
lishment of passenger rail service between New Bedford, Boston and 
points beyond. 


The City of New Bedford stands at the’ very sbrink ‘of revitalization, 
with an ambitious regional airport expansion project;—the-harbor dredgs 
ing, establishment of a Port Authority, locating of a recrestien com- 
plex-casino by the Wampanoag Tribe of Gay Head, a possible aquariun, 

a new and expanded zoo, and the piece de resistance. (in my view) , the 
Le esta bisstment’ or Passenger rail service. This last piece 48° vitain 
thegkeystone/to val lWthe rest. . 


a 


I urge you to approve the plans for the rail line between New Bedford, 
Fall River and towns in between, taking us to the Hub, where connec- 
tions can be made via-AMTRAK for points north, south and west of the 
Cin Gye. 3 . = 


ore = a) Bsslreveyoun, on behalfiofmuy colstituents; that’ this 071 in 
pee eee De eneus foreoureaityveince the-Wampanose Tribe -announced-its~— 


-— —"--plans to put their casino complex in the city. In fact,- “the cae 
. Sino project, unfike the airport project,-has- those who-sresna ar 


x -Can truthfully say I know of NO ONE who is opposed’ to the rad yee 


7 


. Piatt ) 
Ceo0rge—-Rogers 
COUTTS dLomeat sla are e 


CC:Mayor Rosemary Tierney 


Residence and Office: 23 Robeson Street « New Bedtord, MA 02740. Tel. (508) 996-2716 


eee 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Ne 
Letter D-4 


City of New Bedford 
City Councilor George Rogers 


No response necessary. 
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Letter D-5 


City of NEw Beprorp 
MASSACHUSETTS 


OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK < 


133 WILLIAM STREET 02740 
JANICE A. DAVIDIAN Tel. (508) 979-1450 eee 
CITY CLERK ie sw | 
CLERK OF THE CITY COUNCIL ffi 
CLAIRE P. LEMOS - at Aa? 
ASSISTANT CITY CLERK Ae oa 


JANICE H. COSTA 
ASSISTANT COUNCIL CLERK 


November 3, 1995 


Secretary of Environmental Affairs 
c/o MBTA Environmental Department 
10 Park Plaza 

Boston, MA 02116 


Dear Secretary: 


At a meeting held on October 26, 1995, the New Bedford City Council, acting on a motion 
filed by Councillor at Large George Rogers, voted to send a letter endorsing the restoration of passenger rail 
service to New Bedford. 


New Bedford has many exciting project on the horizon and the restoration of rail service to 
New Bedford will greatly improve the chances that these projects are completed. 


New Bedford has long been excluded from the opportunities that the State has offered to other 
areas of Massachusetts and the City hopes that extension of rail service will redress these years of being 


forgotten. 
It is very important to New Bedford and Southeastern Massachusetts that this train service 
be provided. 
Thank you for your attention. 
Very truly, 
An : 
Janice A. Davidian, City Clerk 
Clerk of the City Council 
JAD/smt 


Enclosure (1) 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-5 


City of New Bedford 
Office of the City Clerk 


No response necessary. 
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— Letter D-6 


ee 
DOWN|OWN: 


NIE WS. E.D F40O:.R-D-sUN GC 


October 30, 1995 HECELVED 


Secretary Trudy Coxe Noy ? 199% 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs iy 
100 Cambridge St. Room 200 : 
Boston, MA 02202 NEPA 


Re: Project No. 10509 
Dear Ms. Coxe: 


While we are strongly in favor of commuter rail service between the 
City of New Bedford and Boston, we would like to go on record as 
being vehemently opposed to linking this rail connection in any way 
to the Wampanoag Casino proposed for this city. 


Ideally, the commuter rail terminal for New Bedford should be as 
close to the downtown business center as possible, and we would 
favor any change that could be instituted to bring trains within 
easy walking distance of Elm Street or Union Street. We urge the 
MBTA to give maximum consideration to this possibility. 


While the Wampanoag Casino will bring a major economic boost to New 
Bedford there is already much concern that much of this boost will 
not translate to increased business for the city’s downtown 
commercial enterprises. If visitors are permitted to arrive 
directly at the casino by train, this concern will be further 
heightened. 


On the other hand, if rail visitors detrain two or three miles from 
the casino and within view of the downtown area, many new business 
opportunities will be presented. Downtown shops, restaurants, 
museums and service businesses will have an opportunity for tourist 
dollars as visitors arrive and depart from our Historic City. 
Otherwise they will have to rely strictly on possible spill-over if 
visitors find their way ‘downtown before or after their casino 
experience. Shuttle bus, taxi and limousine services will also 
gain a tremendous new revenue source. 


Thank you for giving careful consideration to this very important 
a; 


A. William Short 
President 


cc: Alan Austin, Ron Vining, and Robert Egan 


106 William Street, New Bedford, MA 02740 °* Tel. (508) 990-2777 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-6 
Downtown New Bedford, Inc. 


Issue: Ideally, the commuter rail terminal for New Bedford should be as 
close to the downtown business center as possible, and we would 
favor any change that could be instituted to bring trains within easy 
walking distance of Elm Street or Union Street. We urge the MBTA 
to give maximum consideration to this possibility. 


Response: The proposed site for the New Bedford terminal must have adequate 
space to ensure storage of trains, a maintenance building and a 
substation as well as access to a commuter parking lot facility. The 
proposed location can serve all of these needs. Space for these 
attributes was not available in the center of town. 
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Se, 


TOWN OF NORTON cee © 
BOARD OF SELECTMEN 


70 East Main Street 
MUNICIPAL CENTER, NORTON, MASS. 02766 


TELEPHONE (617) 285-6301 EXT. 600/601 


November 27, 1995 RECEWED | 


; od ” “4 
Ms. Trudy Coxe, Secretary rASS sine 


Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
MEPA Unit 

100 Cambridge Street 

Boston. MA 02202 


RE: EOEA #10509 -- MBTA Proposal to Construct Fall ‘River/New Bedford 
Commuter Rail Extension 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


The Town of Norton Board of Selectmen has reviewed the Environmental Notification form 
prepared by the MBTA and its consultants for the proposed project, and offers the following 
comments: 


The proponent has not studied, nor proposed mitigation of, the community development, 


social, economic, pedestrian safety, public safety, vehicular traffic and other impacts this D-7.1 
project would have on the Town of Norton. Extensive examination and conclusory findings 

should be required for each of the above concerns prior to advancing the project. 

Preliminary project design information is insufficient to determine the environmental impact D-7.2 


on surface water bodies and wetlands (note especially ENF Volume 1, Figure 1, M.P. 2.43 
and immediate area) 

Selection of the proposed three-mile bypass to be newly constructed along a high tension 
power line corridor was based on mistaken assumption that an easement could be granted bY H-7.3 
New England Power as owner (Vol.I, p.1-2); actually, the land is privately owned and will 

be extremely difficult to acquire; further, there is no evidence that the high volume commuter 

rail and the existing power line are compatible uses. 

The proponent uses a flawed approach to determining local traffic impacts (ENF Vol. III, p. 

16); it is essential that the proponent study at-grade crossings in a peak traffic condition 


' rather than on an average, or mean, volume basis. For example, the John Scott Boulevard 


crossing (III, p.74,75) would experience peak traffic delays of two to three times the 

proponent’s estimate, which, in turn, would impact on at least three adjacent intersections. D-7.4 
Contrary to the indicated “Long Term Impact” on traffic that is indicated on page 2, part E.1. 

of the proponents ENF application, the long-term traffic impacts of this project will be 

devastating to several communities along the proposed route. Specific standards should be 
developed to determine whether or not existing and proposed at-grade crossings could be 

improved by constructing grade separations. 


Such standards should involve much more than the proponent’s “cost-effectiveness” 
approach, taking into consideration neighborhood impact, pedestrian and vehicular safety, 
and traffic pattern improvements. 

Two of the four existing at-grade crossings in Norton would require reconstruction that 
would have significant impact on abutting wetlands (III, p.74, 76). The proponent should be 
required to clarify the extent of these impacts. 

The proponent’s application is silent on aesthetic impacts on our community. WE believe 
there would be irreversible negative aesthetic impact; detailed study should be required to 
determine what mitigations could be implemented. 

Growth impacts of commuter rail with no station would be negative in three ways for our 
community: 1) residential values would decrease; 2) there would be no stimulus to 
commercial/industrial development; 3) newly constructed stations in nearby communities 
would make those areas more attractive to commercial developers than our own community. 
There will be an immediate and long-term impact on the housing stock in Norton, not only 
along the existing track route, but especially along the proposed new three mile bypass 
trackage. It would be appropriate for the proponent to conduct a study of property values in 
both areas and provide economic assistance to both property Owners and the Town. The 
proponents do suggest that, without a station, there is little likelihood that any positive impact 
would occur (Vol.I, p.A-17). 

Although the MBTA report highlights only one wetlands area along the right-of-way in 
Norton, there are at least two additional areas in Norton that will be impacted by grade 
crossing improvements. These require additional study to determine the need for replication. 
The ENF application does not give a breakdown of the total area of the project, nor does it 
segregate the total area into sub-categories as required in part II.B. of the application. This is 
particularly troubling when a review of Figure 1, Sheet 1 shows the new extension going 
through the Chartley Pond for a distance of 300 yards. | 

The proposed traffic plan is limited to construction impacts and station locations. There is 
little evidence that grade-crossing traffic impacts have been properly studied. 

The proponents have not examined the project’s impact on locally-owned open space and 
recreational facilities, limiting their review to only those sites which were illustrated on the 

" USCGS maps. In Norton there are several existing and potential recreational sites which will 
be impacted by the project. 

Identification of hazardous materials sites was limited to station areas only. There is at least 
one Superfund site adjacent to the Union Street grade crossing. As this at-grade crossing 
location will require substantial improvements, the impact on the nearby Schpack 
contamination site needs to be studied. : 
The proponents reveiw of air and noise pollution issues was focused on construction 
activities rather than the long-term air and noise pollution impacts that actual operation of the 
project will bring. Permanent mitigation measures need to be proposed. To state that a 
“building’s windows must remain closed” is not an acceptable noise mitigation strategy 
(Vol.I, p5-11). The MBTA’s self-imposed limit of spending two percent of the project 
budget on noise mitigation appears to be woefully insufficient. 

Norton currently operates its police and fire departments from one central facility. 
Approximately 50% of our Town will experience response delays of two to five minutes due 
to train crossings being impassable. We would like the proponent to suggest a mitigation 
which would include construction of a public safety station on the “other” side of the tracks 
to insure adequate critical response times for police, fire and rescue vehicles. 


D-7. 


D-7 


D-7 


D-7. 


D-7 41 


D-7.13 


D-7.14 


e Using the MBTA’s own figures (May 1995 Feasibility Study), the-proposed project and 
routing combine the highest construction cost with the lowest ridership revenue, making this 


project a significant contributor to the operating subsidy required by the MBTA. 
D-7.15 


We believe more study needs to be done to justify why this recognized burden should be 
added to the T’s budget at a time when legislative concern about the deficit has resulted in a 
soon to be released report on overhauling the entire MBTA financing system and local 


assessment formula. 
Two points are abundantly clear from the above comments: 


1) The proponents have not done their homework, and are rushing to 
judgment--we ask that you not allow this to continue. 


2) There must be a better way to stimulate economic development in the 
Fall River and New Bedford areas. To suggest that the Commonwealth 
make a $200 million investment in a commuter‘line that would have the 
lowest ridership and the highest per-passenger subsidies of any line in 
the system makes no sense. 


We look forward to your decision on the required scope of the Environmental Impact Report for 
the Fall River/New Bedford Commuter Rail Project. Given the nature of this project, we 
respectfully suggest you establish a Citizen Advisory Committee, as provided in the CMR’s, to 
give us further opportunity to work with you on the many matters that would impact our 


community. 
Sincerely, 


TOWN OF NORTON 
BOARD OF SELECTMEN 


mast Cg 


Walter F. Lindberg 
Town Manager 


Letter D-7 


Town of Norton Board of Selectmen 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The proponent has not studied, nor proposed mitigation of, the 
community development, social, economic, pedestrian safety, public 
safety, vehicular traffic and other impacts this project would have on 
the Town of Norton. Extensive examination and conclusory findings 
should be required for each of the above concerns prior to advancing 
the project. 


The project will generate indirect positive benefits in the form of 
increased access to the downtown employment center and therefore 
increased income and general positive economic spin-off. Additional 
income will be spent at the businesses in town. In turn this creates 
economic development in the town. If the Attleboro Alternative 
were selected as the MBTA’s preferred alternative, additional 
information would be developed in subsequent environmental 
documents. 


Public safety and traffic was reviewed in the Environmental 
Notification Form. (See ENF). The vehicular impacts of the 
proposed project were reviewed at all the grade crossings within the 
Town of Norton as part of the Environmental Notification Form 
prepared for the New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Project. 
The actual delays were calculated for each grade crossing and can be 
found in the Technical Report, Analysis of Traffic Impacts of Station 
and Grade Crossing, September 1995. Once the impacts of the grade 
crossings on traffic operations were determined, recommendations 
were made to mitigate and included items such as railroad crossing 
gates and warning lights, advance warning signs, pavement 
markings, pre-empted traffic signals at intersection near the crossing, 
gate with lock and key or keypad access, elimination or 
consolidation of a crossing, driveway reconfiguration, and clearing 
of vegetation near the crossing. Some of the crossings will also 
require minor geometric modifications to the roadway. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Issue: 


Response: 


Preliminary project design information is insufficient to determine 
the environmental impact on surface water bodies and wetlands 
(note especially ENF Volume 1, Figure 1, M.P. 2.43 and immediate 
area). 


Section 4.1 of this DEIR provides updated information on the design 
and impacts associated with the Attleboro Bypass. 


Issue: 


Response: 


Selection of the proposed three-mile bypass to be newly constructed 
along a high tension power line corridor was based on mistaken 
assumption that an easement could be granted by New England 
Power as owner (Vol. I, p.1-2); actually, the land is privately owned 
and will be extremely difficult to acquire; further, there is no 
evidence that the high volume commuter rail and the existing power 
line are compatible uses. 


Relocation and coexistence discussions took place between New 
England Power and the MBTA in 1995. If this alternative was 
advanced, continued discussions with New England Power would 
take place. If the MBTA were to utilize the Bypass, acquisition 
discussions with the property owners would occur and appraisals 
would be conducted. The owners would be compensated for the 
land. It is environmentally preferable to use an existing utility 
corridor which interrupts natural communities and has no homes, 
than to develop a new alignment outside of an existing corridor, 
which would be likely to have greater effects on resident’s quality of 
life and homes. 
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Issue: 


The proponent uses a flawed approach to determining local traffic 
impacts (ENF Vol. III, p. 16); it is essential that the proponent study 
at-grade crossings in a peak traffic conditions rather than on an 
average, or mean, volume basis. For example, the John Scott 
Boulevard crossing (III, p.74, 75) would experience peak traffic 
delays of two to three times the proponents estimate, which, in turn, 
would impact on at least three adjacent intersections. Contrary to 
the indicated “Long Term Impact” on traffic that is indicated on 
page 2, part E.1. of the proponents ENF application, the long-term 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: 


traffic impacts of this project will be devastating to several 
communities along the proposed route. Specific standards should be 
developed to determine whether or not existing and proposed at- 
grade crossings could be improved by constructing grade 
separations. Such standards should involve much more than the 


proponent's 
neighborhood impact, pedestrian and vehicular safety, and traffic 


cost-effectiveness” approach, taking into consideration 
pattern improvements. 


The grade crossing traffic impacts methodology is summarized on 
pages 15 - 18 of the Traffic Impact Study included in the 1995 
Environmental Notification Form. This methodology states that 
traffic impacts were analyzed at the crossings for the projected 2005 
Evening Peak Hour condition. The Build condition analysis 
included projected traffic volumes associated with the commuter rail 
restoration project. The resultant queue calculations reported the 
maximum projected queue lengths and the average delay per vehicle 
(the first vehicle in line typically experiences the longest delay). 
Operations of the four grade crossings in Norton were reviewed in 
regards to traffic impacts during both the morning and evening peak 
hours, which is when the traffic volumes are the highest. 


A number of factors need to be evaluated when considering the 
appropriate treatment for grade crossings. These factors include but 
are not limited to: sight distance for approaching automobiles and 
trains, the location of adjacent streets and driveways, the volume of 
automobile and train traffic at the crossing, the importance of the 
street and the rail line, and documented safety concerns at the 
crossing in question. Treatments include “Stop” sign control at 
private and low volume crossings, full protection including gates 
and lights at higher volume crossings, to full grade separation. 


There are a number of grade crossings throughout the MBTA’s 
commuter rail system. The MBTA works with Operation Lifesaver 
to educate the public regarding the issues associated with crossings. 
Each crossing that can be closed represents one less potential point 
of conflict with the motoring public. The MBTA is willing to work 
with any community that desires to close an at-grade crossing. See 
Section 4.5 of this DEIR. 
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Two of the four existing at-grade crossings in Norton would require 
reconstruction that would have significant impact on abutting 
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ee ee 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: 


wetlands (III, p.74, 76). The proponent should be required to clarify 
the extent of these impacts. 


If the Attleboro Alternative were selected as the MBTA’s Preferred 
Alternative, detailed wetland delineations would be done prior to 
final design, to enable construction to avoid and minimize wetland 
impacts. 


Issue: 


Response: 


We believe there would be irreversible negative aesthetic impact; 
detailed study should be required to determine what mitigations 
could be implemented. 


The aesthetics of the railroad line and support services will be 
incorporated into the design of the New Bedford /Fall River 
Commuter Rail Extension project. New stations and railroad bridges 
will include appropriate architectural elements. The Stoughton, 
Attleboro and Middleborough railroad right-of-ways have been in 
existence since the mid-1800’s. Trees and other vegetation have 
grown up around the right-of-way. Where appropriate, landscaping 
and other amenities would be incorporated into the project. 
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Issue: 


Response: 


Growth impacts of commuter rail with no station would be negative 
in three ways for our community: 1) residential values would 
decrease; 2) there would be no stimulus to commercial/ industrial 
development; 3) newly constructed stations in nearby communities 
would make those areas more attractive to commercial developers 
than our own community. There will be an immediate and long- 
term impact on the housing stock in Norton, not only along the 
existing track route, but especially along the proposed new three 
mile bypass trackage. It would be appropriate for the proponent to 
conduct a study of property values in both areas and provide 
economic assistance to both property owners and the Town. The 
proponents do suggest that, without a station, there is little 
likelihood that any positive impact would occur (Vol. I,p.A-17). 


Please see Response to Comment C-2.3. The MBTA would consider 
a Norton Station if a) the Attleboro Alternative were selected; b) the 
Town of Norton supported a station, and c) this could be 
accomplished without increasing trip times and adversely affecting 
ridership. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: 


Although the MBTA report highlights only one wetlands area along 
the right-of-way in Norton, there are at least two additional areas in 
Norton that will be impacted by grade crossing improvements. 

These require additional study to determine the need for replication. 


If the Attleboro Alternative were selected as the MBTA’s Preferred 
Alternative, detailed wetland delineations would be done prior to 
final design, to enable construction to avoid wetland impacts. See 
Section 4.1 of this DEIR> 


Response: 


The ENF application does not give a breakdown of the total area of 
the project, nor does it segregate the total area into sub-categories as 
required in Part II.B. of the application. This is particularly troubling 
when a review of Figure 1, Sheet 1 shows the new extension going 
through the Chartley Pond for a distance of 300 yards. 


Section 4.1 of this DEIR provides a detailed assessment of wetland 
impacts. Figure 2.3-4 shows wetland impacts associated with the 
Attleboro Bypass in more detail than shown on the schematic USGS 
base referenced as Figure 1 of the ENF. 
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Response: 


The proposed traffic plan is limited to construction impacts and 
station locations. There is little evidence that grade-crossing traffic 
impacts have been properly studied. 


The traffic impacts of the grade crossings were reviewed as part of 
the Environmental Notification Form (ENF) prepared for the New 
Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Project. The actual delays and 
resulting queues were calculated for each grade crossing and can be 
found in the Technical Report, Analysis of Traffic Impacts of Station 
and Grade Crossing, September 1995. A detailed description of the 
methodology used to review these impacts is located in ENF 
Volumes III, Technical Appendices, page 17. The analysis results for 
the four crossings located in Norton are reported on pages 72 - 77 of 
the same document. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(D-7.11) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The proponents have not examined the project’s impact on locally- 
owned space and recreational facilities, limiting their review to only 
those sites which were illustrated on the USGS maps. In Norton 
there are several existing and potential recreational sites which will 
be impacted by the project. 


The commentor is concerned with potential impacts to publicly 
owned recreation site in the vicinity of the Attleboro Alternative. If 
the Attleboro Alternative is selected as the Preferred Alternative, 
potential impacts to nearly recreation sites will be revisited. Ata 
minimum, appropriate fencing and signage would be installed to 
prevent individuals from entering the track area. 


Issue: 


Response: 


Identification of hazardous materials sites was limited to station 
areas only. There is at least one Superfund site adjacent to the Union 
Street grade crossing. As this at-grade crossing location will require 
substantial improvements, the impact on the nearby Schpack 
contamination site needs to be studied. 


This Draft EIR identifies potential hazardous materials sites along 
the Stoughton Alternative. The Union Street Crossing is along the 
Attleboro Alternative. If the Attleboro Alternative is selected as the 
preferred alternative, additional studies will be conducted to address 
potential impacts associated with the Union Street Crossing. 


(D-7.13) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The proponents review of air and noise pollution issues was focused 
on construction activities rather than the long-term air and noise 
pollution impacts that actual operation of the project will bring. 
Permanent mitigation measures need to be proposed. To state that a 
“building’s windows must remain closed” is not an acceptable noise 
mitigation strategy (Vol 1 p5-11). The MBTA’s self-imposed limit of 
spending two percent of the project budget on noise mitigation 
appears to be woefully insufficient. 


Sections 4.6 and 4.7 address long-term air and noise impacts, and 
identify mitigation measures. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(D-7.14) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


Approximately 50 percent of Norton will experience a police and fire 
delay of two to five minutes due to train crossings being impassable. 
The proponent should suggest a mitigation, which would include 
constuction of a public safety station on the “other” side of the tracks 
to ensure adequate response times for police, fire and rescue 
vehicles. 


The number of trains that would pass through this community ona 
daily basis would significantly affect response times of emergency 
vehicles. Grade crossing gate closures occur for 30 to 60 seconds. 
This would not diminish the response time sufficiently to justify a 
new public safety station. 


The proposed project and routing combine the highest construction 
cost with the lowest ridership revenue, making this project a 
significant contribution to the operating subsidy required by the 
MBTA. The DEIR should include a study to justify this. 


Capital costs on the Attleboro alternative is comparable to the 
Stoughton Line Alternative. Ridership and capital costs are 
described in Chapter 3 of the DEIR. 
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Ms. Trudy Coxe Letter D-8 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs 

100 Cambridge Street 

Boston, MA 02202 


Dear Ms, Coxe 


At a recent meeting of the Norton Planning Board, a unanimous vote was taken to wrtte you a 

letter about the board's deep feellngs conceming the MBTA's proposed New Bedford/Fall Ni fe s \ 
River Commuter Rall Project. As you know, the MBTA’s proposed project has plans to run af is 
sixty trains cally through the greater Norion area. The Planning Board feels this many trains 

traveling through Norton's southern and westem sections will have a serious effect on the 

entire town’s present and future zoning, public safety and transportation. The MBTA’s ENF 

does not address the boards concems In any substantlal detall and we are asking you to 

have the MBTA review Its proposal. 


The MBTA‘s Rall Project would cross through both residential and Industrial zones In Norton. 
The Project would command the Planning Board to reasses Norton's present Zoning District 
Map. Many open tracts of land, presently zoned as residential, would have to be rezoned as 
commercial. This |s due to the lack of demand for residential Jand that Is situated so close to 
a nolsey commuter line. The value of present commercial land will be diluted due to the new 
abundance of land similarty zoned. 


The project would have an effect on the current residential valuations. The present 
homeowners will bs more Inclined to seek a property tax abatement due to the lower D-8.1 
valuations, The MBTA’s ENF does not address this problem with any consolation. 


Public Safety vehicles traveling to, from or through any point of the southern or western 

ends of Norton will be delayed one minute due to the grade level crossings within Norton 

and Attleboro. The crossing at Richardson Avenue Is of greatest concem as It 1s a major BP 
ambulance route for both Norton and Mansfleld EMS to Attleboro’s Sturdy Hospital. 


Currently, the proposed grade crossing at John Scott Boulevard has a serlous design flaw 

similar to the one causing the recent busstrain accident In Elk Grove, Illlnols. After crossing 

the grade, cars traveling west are required to stop at the Intersection with South Worcester D-8.3 
Street. When a train approaches, Hf the lead car does not proceed quick enough the follow-on 

cars will be In peril. Again, we ask that you to demand the MBTA relook at the ENF and 

address thls design flaw. 


Also, there are new subdivisions currently under construction that have have experienced 

Slow sales or cancelled sales due to the potential nolse from the proposed rall line. The - 
Planning Board has discussed the possibility of developers walking away from new projects 

and leaving the completion up to the Town of Norton. The ENF does not address nolsa D-8.4 
mitigation enough to satisfy the homeowners and developers of these sub-divisions. Please 

request the MBTA to consider these mitigations on a more expansive level and not Just by a 

house-by-house basis. 


Planning Board 
Town of Norton 


TOTAL P.@2 


—<——— eee ee ee eee eee 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-8 Town of Norton Planning Board 


(D-8.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The project would have an effect on the current residential 
valuations. Homeowners will be more inclined to seek a property 
tax abatement due to lower valuations. The ENF does not address 
this with any consolation. 


Please see Response to Comment C-2.3. 


Response: 


Due to grade level crossings within Norton and Attleboro, public 
safety vehicles traveling in the southern or western ends of Norton 
will be delayed one minute. 


The number of trains projected to cross the tracks in Norton even 
during the peak commuting hours is very low. Any potential impact 
to public safety vehicles would be minimal. 
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Response: 


The EIR should address the design flaw at the proposed grade 
crossing at John Scott Boulevard. After crossing the grade, cars 
traveling west are required to stop at the intersection with South 
Worcester Street. When a train approaches, if the lead car doesn’t 
proceed quick enough the following cars will be in peril. 


The John Scott Boulevard crossing in Norton is located 
approximately 190 feet south of the John Scott Boulevard/Worcester 
Street/Study Street intersection. This intersection is a four-way 
intersection with “Stop” signs on three approaches. The close 
proximity of the crossing to the Worcester Street intersection allows 
storage for approximately seven to eight cars (150 feet). The 
commentor is concerned that queues from the Worcester Street 
intersection could back-up across the grade crossing. If the 
Attleboro Alternative is selected as the Preferred Alternative, this 
crossing (and all the other crossings associated with the Attleboro 
Alternative) will be reviewed to determine the proper treatment. At 
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se 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


a minimum, appropriate signage would be installed advising 
motorists not to stop on the railroad tracks. 


Issue: The EIR should consider noise mitigation on a more expansive level 
and not just by a house-by-house basis. New subdivisions currently 
under construction have experienced slow sales or cancelled sales 
due to the potential noise from the proposed rail line. 


Response: Section 4.7 of this DEIR identifies noise impacts and potential 
mitigation measures. Specific mitigation measures will be evaluated 
and identified prior to the preparation of a Final EIR. 
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EXHIBIT} aan 


| Ci Ch 5 fice Letter D-9 
Cily f Taunton, 
Massachusetts 02780, U. F sf 


Ls k Cie Chk 


September 21, 1995 


Mr. Alan Austin 

Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority 
19 Park Plaza 

Boston, Ma. 02780 


Dear Sir: 
At a regular meeting of the Taunton Municipal Council held September 21, 1995, 
discussion took place conceming the impact the commuter rail service will have on motor 


vehicle traffic at grade crossings in the City of Taunton. 


The Council went on record asking the MBTA to provide rail service above or below 
ground at all grade crossings in the City. D-9.1 


This construction should be done at the expense of the MBTA to prevent any grade 
crossing problems in the future as a result of MBTA’s activities. | 


Your response to this request is most appreciated. 
Respectfully, 
City Clerk. 


CC: Area Legislators 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL 
COUNCIL 


August 29, 1995 


Mr. Robert Egan, rep. of MBTA, was invited into the enclosure and gave a presentation 
on MBTA's proposal to restore rail service to include Fall River, New Bedford and Taunton. 
An Environmental Notification Form must be filed with the State. Two stations proposed 
in the City of Taunton, each with an 800' high level platform. One being Parcel 6A and 
On private property known as the propsed Depot Shopping Center on County St. Interim 
Service proposed for 1997 with full service two years later. Fifteen grade crossing 
proposed in the City of Taunton. Public information meeting to be held later to apprise 
the public of the proposed service. Center station proposed for Parcel 6A to co-exist 
with the city's proposed public safety facility. If same is not possible, another site 
would have to be considered. City of Taunton would not be assessed in any way without 
further legislation. Mr. Egan explained the process prior to any train runs - ENF 
process, track up-gradings, signal and communic3tion System and the construction of 
Stations. He re-iterated that public information forums will be held prior to any final 
action. Councilor Crowley asked that he coordinate with the local cable company for those 
that will be unable to attend the informational meetings, and that same be held on any 
evening other than a Monday or a Tuesday to allow the City Council members to attend. 
Mr. Egan agreeing to this suggestion . Councilor Valadao asked if Mr. Eagan would 
provide the Council with a list of the fifteen grade crossing locations. Mr. Eagan 
Stated he would forward same to the Mayor for Council review. Discussion then took 
place concerning the size of Parcel 6A and the co-existence with the public safety 
facility. Atty. Robert G. Treano, legal counsel for the TRA, was invited in and 
explained agreement between the City and the TRA with regards to Parcel 6A. At the 
Suggestion of the Mayor, it was voted that Atty. Treano meet with the City Solicitor 

and City Planner to determine whether the MBTA and Public Safety Facility can co-exist 
on Parcel 6A and to advise the role of the TRA and City Council with regards to Parcel 
6A. So voted. Councilor Crowley moved that the Committee on Public Property meet with 
the City Engineer, DPW Bldg. Commissioner, City Planner, City Solicitor, TRA members, 
Fire Chief and Police Chief to delineate the location of the proposed public safety 
facility on Parcel 6A. So voted. Mr. Egan excused. 


September 5, 1995 


The Mayor provided each Councilor with a route map and a listing of the fifteen grade 
crossings proposed by the MBTA for the New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 

in the City of Taunton. Councilor Saxon stated that a gentleman had approached her and 
questioned why the Old Colony Line at the Cotley Junction in East Taunton was not con- 
Sidered for use as same would require only three grade crossings in the City as proposed 
to fifteen. It was then voted that this question be addressed to the Project Manager 

of the MBTA. It was also voted that the MBTA advise when the informational meetings for 
the general public will be held in the City. D-9.2 


September 19, 1995 


Councilor Crowley spoke on the impact the commuter rail service will have on motor 
vehicle traffic at various grade crossings in the City. He stated City should take 

a stand in the early stages of MBTA's proposed plan for rail service. He then moved 
that the Council go on record asking the MBTA to provide rail service above or below 
ground at the expense of the MBTA, at all grade crossings in the City to prevent any 
grade crossing problems in the future as a result of MBTA's activities. So voted. Also 
voted that area legislators be so advised. (Exhibit "A") 


D-9.3 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL 


October 3, 1995 


Copy of a communication addressed to Robert Egan, Project Manager, MBTA, from Senator 
Marc Pacheco, as a follow up to the Council's request of September 21, 1995 requesting 
MBTA to consider providing rail service above or below ground at all grade crossings in 
the City of Taunton was received and filed. (Exhibit 'B'') 

D-9.4 


ee 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-9 


City of Taunton Municipal Council 


Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


The MBTA should provide rail service above or below ground at all 
grade crossings in the City at the expense of the MBTA. 


A number of reviewers commented on the grade crossing situation 
in Taunton with the proposed Attleboro Alternative. Please refer to 
the Comment C.8.1 response for a complete discussion of the 
Taunton grade crossings. 


The Old Colony Line at the Cotley Junction in East Taunton should 
be considered as it would require only three grade crossings in the 
City as opposed to fifteen. The EIR should address this. 


The Middleborough Alternative (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) was not selected due to longer travel times, 
lower ridership, capacity constraints, operational problems on the 
Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the restricted service to 
commuters. The operational analysis prepared for this project 
concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative could not 
support the additional New Bedford/Fall River level of service, due 
to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan. Chapter 3 of this DEIR provides an analysis of this 
alternative. 


The MBTA should provide rail service above or below ground at the 
expense of the MBTA, at all grade crossings in the City to prevent 
any grade crossing problems in the future. 


A number of reviewers commented on the grade crossing situation 
in Taunton with the proposed Attleboro Alternative. Please refer to 
the Comment C.8.1 response for a complete discussion of the 
Taunton grade crossings. 


MAWATRITESS21]DOCESREPORTS\ 9-44 Response to Comments 


DEIR\CHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Issue: The council reprints a copy of Senator Marc Pacheco’s letter to 
MBTA requesting that the MBTA consider providing rail service 
above or below ground at all grade crossings in the City of Taunton. 


Response: A number of reviewers commented on the grade crossing situation 
in Taunton with the proposed Attleboro Alternative. Please refer to 
the Comment C.8.1 response for a complete discussion of the 
Taunton grade crossings. 


MAWATRITE\05921\D0CES\REPORTS\ 9-45 Response to Comments 


DEIR\CH9-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


Letter D-10 


Cy Claks Goce ete ae 


Massachusells 02780, US A 


May C. Gorden Linda Brady 
City Clase ish Cie Clak 


October 12, 1995 a Se 
REDEIVED 


ET HF 199) 


Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 


McC k Buildi 
oie MEPS 
Boston, Ma. 02108 | pe ' 
% | - vd. 

entlemen: 


At a regular meeting of the Taunton Municipal Council held October 10, 1995, the 
Council was apprised of the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority’s filing of an 
Environmental Notification Form with the Secretary of Environment Affairs for the 
Proposed New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Project. 


It was then voted that you be notified of the action taken by the Taunton Municipal 
Council with regards to this project. 


Enclosed please find extracts from the minutes of the Taunton Municipal Council along 
- with attachments expressing the Council’s concerns. 


It is respectfully requested that these concerns be considered during your review process. 


Respectfully submitted, 
Municipal Council of Taunton 


By: 
SP > — os yh 
yew eee’ f é = ua 4 (E> ck, 


Clerk of Conncil 


' 
‘Enclosures 


ie 


CC: Ron Vining, MBTA 


—_eeeeeeeeeee—— ee 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


—_—e—e——e—e—e—e——————— 


Letter D-10 
City of Taunton Municipal Council 


No response necessary. 
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Letter D-11 444) 


iy A Taunton © 


Coty Fall. Tae? fae emer, 
Taunton, Massachusetts O27FO.24I0 


| ovember 27, 1995 


Ms. : rug ‘Coxe Vj - ‘2 i 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs ; cane 


MERA Unit 
100 Cambtidge Street 
B a0 A. 02202 


over 'the: Middleboro route without an EIR being required | sea no option but to require Dp_-11.1 
eae the scope of an EIR. : 


- {That scape should also include complete documentation of the traffic, safety, and noise 
. |ifipacts pf-the 15 at-grade crossings withIn the Clty of Taunton. The ENF seems to say 
that since:the lines are already active the impact will be of no significance. The — 
_ difference Between 10 or 12 trains per week and 60 trains per day is certainly - 
Significant‘ Details of traffic data collected, methodology and scope of traffic analysis, 
reliadili and safety of traffic controls, emergency response, noise abatement, etc., 
Stbe #AGWn before a reasonable decision to éither proceed or look at another 
i 


alter atiye:ls made. - 


ensio} of the commuter rall lines has the potential to be a very good thing, but only 
ne \co ect decisions are made, particularly at the beginning stages of the prdject. : 


ry trul yours, : : | 


7 1. ae — 
bert Pi) Campbei, P.E. LS : 


y Engineer 


Craig Sherman 


Selephome (BOE) PL-I027 = Fre (30d) PLOLAP 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-11 


Town of Taunton Department of Public Works 


(D-11.1) 


Response: 


It seems the least environmentally intrusive and most economical 
alternative of the proposed commuter rail extension was summarily 
dismissed, with very little discussion. Unless the proponents can 
satisfactorily back up their selection of the Attleboro route over the 
Middleborough route without an EIR being required I see no option 
but to require that complete documentation of the data reviewed and 
of the decision-making process be included in the scope of an EIR. 


Chapter 3 of this DEIR provides an analysis of alternatives. The 
capital costs on the proposed Attleboro alternative are lower than 
the capital costs associated with either of the Middleborough 
alternatives. Furthermore, the 1995 Feasibility Study concluded that 
Old Colony’s single track north of Braintree had insufficient capacity 
to carry the Old Colony trains and trains from both Fall River and 
New Bedford. Analysis demonstrated that the line north of 
Braintree will not be able to accommodate any trains other than the 
projected Old Colony service after year 2000. This would preclude 
service to New Bedford and Fall River after 2000, and would 
severely limit or preclude the ability to add service on the Old 
Colony Line. In addition, this would eliminate any future ability to 
extend service to Cape Cod. The operational analysis prepared for 
this project concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative 
could not support the additional New Bedford /Fall River level of 
service, due to the greater potential for delays, which translates into 
a fragile operating plan. 


(D-11.2) 


MAWATR\TE\05921\DOCES\REPORTS\ 


DEIR\CH9-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


Issue: 


Response: 


Include in the scope, complete documentation of the traffic, safety, 
and noise impacts of the 15 at-grade crossings within the City of 
Taunton. 


A number of reviewers commented on the grade crossing situation 
in Taunton with the proposed Attleboro Alternative. If the Attleboro 
Alternative is selected as the Preferred Alternative, a full assessment 
of the 15 grade crossings as well as all the other crossings along the 
alignment will be completed by the MBTA. Please refer to the 


9-47 Response to Comments 


eee 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Comment C.8.1 response for a complete discussion of the 15 grade 
crossings located in Taunton. 
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Letter D-12 


TOWN OF MANSFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS 
50 West Street, Mansfield, MA 02048 


TOWN MANAGER’S OFFICE 
William F. Williams, Town Manager 


October 18, 1995 


Secretary Trudy Coxe | Pie 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs REE ae 
100 Cambridge Street | 4 1995 
Room 2000 Gol 


Boston, MA 02202 
Re: EOEA #10509 
Dear Secretary Coxe: 


I am writing as the Town Manager for the Town of Mansfield relative to the 
Environmental Notification Form for the Fall River/New Bedford Commuter Rail 
Extension. Please note by copy of the Transmittal Letter that the Town of 
Mansfield received its copy on October 10, 1995. The amount of time necessary to 
review such a complicated and lengthy report afforded us under the timetable is 
grossly inadequate. We expect significant public interest in Mansfield because of 
the proposed increased train traffic. 


I hereby request you extend the deadline an additional thirty (30) days. Your 
. cooperation and understanding is appreciated. 


Very truly yours, 


Vem Oe | 


William F. Williams 
Town Manager 


WFW/ego 
Enclosure 
cc: Board of Selectmen 


_ (COXE.LTR) 


i 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-12 
Town of Mansfield Town Manager 


No response necessary. 
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS \) 
50 West Street, Mansfield, MA 02048 \ 


TOWN MANAGER’S OFFICE 
William F. Williams, Town Manager 


October 19, 1995 


Secretary Trudy Coxe | GE DET 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs (Luci al 
100 Cambridge Street ‘SEL 995 
Room 2000 oa 
Boston, MA 02202 EG 


Re: EQEA #10509 
Dear Secretary Coxe: 


At their regular meeting of October 18, 1995, the Board of Selectmen of the Town 
of Mansfield voted unanimously to request you extend the environmental review 
comment period an additional thirty (30) days relative to the Fall River/New 
Bedford Commuter Rail Extension. Please note my letter to you of October 18, 
1995, a copy of which is appended. 


In order to make an effective and responsive comment, we are undertaking 
additional notification on Cable TV and from residents directly. In addition, the 
appropriate Town board and committee will review the report in detail and provide 
you with comments. We appreciate your consideration of this request and look 
forward to your reply. 


Very truly yours, 


William F. Williams 
Town Manager 


WFW/ego 
Enclosure 


CC; Board of Selectmen 
(CONE.LTR) 
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evening peak hour, and only 310 vehicles in the moming peak hour. The study area 
roadway with the highest daily volume is South Main Street which carries 
approximately 4,850 vehicles per day. 


my) 


The unsignalized capacity analysis for the 1995 existing traffic conditions indicates 
that all of the intersections are operating well with a LOS of A or B (see Table 4.4-1). 
Under 2005 No-Build conditions all of the intersections continue to operate at an 
acceptable level; however, the intersection of South Main Street and the northbound 
Route 24 ramps will operate ata LOS C. All of the other study area intersections 
continue to operate at LOS A or B. Under 2005 Build conditions all of the study area 
intersections continue to operate at an acceptable level-of-service in both the moming 
and evening peak hours with the exception of the intersection of South Main Street at 
the northbound Route 24 ramps which will operate at LOS E in the evening peak 
hour. 


As shown in the Conceptual Station Layout Plan (Figure 4.4-2), the proposed site 
access is via a full access driveway serving as the entry and exit point for all of the 
parking provided. In addition, a separate entrance only driveway is provided 
primarily for the pickup/drop-off area. Under the Build scenario, the site driveways 
on Copicut Road are expected to operate at LOS A. 


SUMMARY OF CAPACITY ANALYSIS RESULTS - FREETOWN STATION 


UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS 
1995 Exist; 2005 No-Build 2005 Build 


South Main Street Morning 50 322 B 60 249 C 160 7 E 
(Route 79) at Route Evening 72 332 B 88 256 ‘© pele’ 134 D 
24 NB Ramps 

South Main Street Morning 16 434 A 22 352 B De 214 CG 
(Route 79) at Route Evening 36 O71 B 41 306 B 41 148 D 
24 SB Ramps zx i 
South Main Street Morning 133 594 A 15898) 535 A 214 289 (©. 
(Route 79) at Evening 128 492 A 155 426 A 168 174 D 
Narrows Road 

South Main Street Morning 10 974 A 10 963 A 314 750 A 
(Route 79) at Evening 10 778 A 10 749 A 342 529 A 
Copicut Road 

Copicut Roadat Morning NA NA NA NA NA NA 31 709 A 
Main Station Evening NA NA NA NA NA NA 337 Cy 4 A 
Driveway 


Demand in vehicles per hour. 

ARC: Available reserve capacty in vehicles per hour 
*** Level of service for critical movement at intersection 
NA - Not Applicable. 


Mitigation 


Minor roadway improvements are recommended to address existing traffic 
deficiencies and project impacts. South Main Street should be striped with standard 
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FORGE POND DAM 
No. 6-3-102-4 
Freetown 


Dates of Inspection 10/29/72 


nate’ of Report. l/l /oe 
Project Information 


Size Classigication 


The Forge Pond Dam has a height of approximately eight feet and 
an estimated maximum impoundment of one hundred acre feet. 
According to 302 CMR 10.00 - Dam Safety Rules and Regulations, 
this dam is classified in the Intermediate category, based on its 
storage. capaciiy. 


The classification for potential hazard according to Dam Safety 
Rules and Regulations determines this dam to be a Significant 
Hazard dam. 


Forge Pond Dam is a 300+ foot long earthen embankment/stone 
masonry structure, with a structural height of approximately 
eight i(Bowfeet. Blhete= sea 40-foot long ungated primary spillway 
located approximately 50 feet north of the south abutment and two 
(Wiergated Ole t sear c located on either side of the spillway, the 
OPinci pal. Olde Carls) 6a s'x 5' concrete sluiceway located at the 
south side abutment and the auxilliarvy outlet consists ote a 
slightly smaller’ concrete sluiceway near the center of: Co eaaeeen, 
with a 54-inch corrugated meta] pipe through-its downstream 
headwall. 


Forge Pond has a normal surface area of approximately 4/7 acres 
and an impoundment capacity of approximately 100 acre-feet at. 
Spiliad yec Ces le 


The following observations were made during the inspection of the 
dam: : 


1 The dam appears to be in imminent danger of failure by <—— 
breaching through the spillway section. ji 


bho 


The spillway section was aJready partially breached through 
voids in the undermine and misplaced stone masonry of the 
spillway. 


FORGE POND DAM Nov. 10, 1992 
Freetown 


——_—_————— 


2% The low level outlets are inoperative and have been at least 
Since the Army Corps of Engineers' report (1979). 


4. There are large trees and vegetation growing on the crest at 
the spillway which have caused severe damage to the dam's 


Seructural integrity .. 


-F There is badly deteriorated concrete on the outlets and 
throughout the masonry joints. 

i. There is severe leakage and seepage through the dam. 

1 There are no operational or maintenance procedures for the 
dam. 

8. There is no warning plan for downstream areas in the event 
Oreheavy rain, high water and/or failure of the dan. 

A There are stoplogs in place keeping the water elevation at 


spillway level. 


10. Two downstream dams, Winalow and Tisdale, located between os 
Forge Pond Dam and the village of Assonet, could potentially 
tape causing further damage. 


1 a OF mune upstream face of the dam has no protection against wave 
and freeze-thaw action. 


feeane spillway capacity is seriously inadequate with regard to 
passing flood water. 


Te Significant flooding of adjacent areas could be expected 
during routing of the spillway design flood, with or without 
dam failure. 


Assessments 


The Forge Pond Dam is in very poor condition and warrants Le 
attention as soon as possible. Numerous and severe deficiencies 
were identified in past reports dating back at least to the Army 
Corps of Engineers dam inspection report of April, 1979. ECs 
mepaerent Chat very little, if any, owner repairs or sttdies have 
been conducted at this dam since the Army Corps of Engineers 
report. 
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TERRY BROOK DAM 

No. 6-3-102-/ 

Fall River 

Date of inspection ogee 


Date Of Report; 0/26/01 


ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATIONS 


assessment: 


The Terry Brook Dam was inspected by the Department of 
Environmental Management in August, 1987, under its 
municipal dam inspection program. The renoray of chat 
inspection, which was issued to the owner, detailed the 
problems and deficiencies that existed as Well as 
recommended remedial measures that should have been taken. 
Of those recommendations, only one, the development of an 
emergency action plan (EAP) has actually been carried out. 
Thate document: 1S oneeules 


The physical problems with the dam are many and are of 
concern... Thelmostecruciaisso. sone tmeuel iT eeacile 801) iG ee 
operational ability of the low level. outiet. As. thisecee 
has a hydraulically inadequate spillway which will pass @nie 
14% of the design flood (1/2 PMF), the project could eagmuy 
overtop in a major flood event without the ability to draw 


down being available to the operators. 


=) hi general, the dam is in very poor condition. “There ape 


many areas of serious erosion on the upstream and downstream 
slopes and the vegetative cover of trees and brush are all 
but consuming this dam. There are areas of seepage, missing 
Lip gape nd et he spillway and its downstream channel have 
problems. . 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-13 
Town of Mansfield Town Manager 


No response necessary. 
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Letter D-14 


ye 


TOWN OF MANSFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS 
50 West Street, Mansfield, MA 02048 


TOWN MANAGER’S OFFICE 
William F. Williams, Town Manager 


November 1, 1995 


Secretary Trudy Coxe | 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs ric HEA 

100 Cambridge Street privy Lu 

Room 2000 yee 1995 

Boston, MA 02202 WJ: fs 
: a b i 

Attention: MEPA Office a ad rt 


Re: MBTA New Bedford/Fall River 
Taunton Coniiiuter Rail 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


Thank you for extending the deadline for response and for giving me the 
opportunity to comment on the MBTA’s ENF. I am very concerned with the 
overall effect these plans will have on the Town of Mansfield. We are already on 
record with real concerns over the Amtrak High Speed Rail project. We have 
experienced four deaths due to rail pedestrian accidents. Our residents cannot be 
expected to have their Town become the commuter train haven of southeastern 
Massachusetts. I find in general that the MBTA plans portend to diminish our 
quality of life and provide little benefit. There are alternatives to the rail line 
expansion which, if pursued, will not add to our negative situation. We have 
already experienced significant noise from train traffic and demonstrated 
commuter vehicular congestion. 


We need trains which are local in nature and can make more frequent local stops 
in communities adjacent to us to handle their growth. The. MBTA proposal is 
inconsistent with the information given the Board of Selectmen in numerous 
meetings which causes us to question the validity of the report. 


I seek to have you demand that the other alternatives be more fully evaluated. We 
would like to hear from Amtrak on their opposition to this proposal. 


I am particularly interested in the traffic portion of the DEIR which fails to 
document the existing traffic numbers. D-14.1 


Secretary Trudy Coxe 
November 1, 1995 
Page 2 


The noise of the current trains and the vibrations are excessive and should be D-1 
analyzed in the report. It is further suggested that the economic effect upon 
property values be evaluated. There should be a cost benefit analysis on the D-1 
“project. 


I appreciate the opportunity you have given me to comment on the ENF. 


Sincerely, 


: ars a , bY =, = id : 
Ve MA ery te fo LA Js. LOT ee 


William F. Williams 
Town Manager 


WFW/ego 


cc Board of Selectmen 


(COXE.LTR) 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-14 
Town of Mansfield Town Manager 
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(D-14.1) 


Issue: Traffic portion of DEIR fails to document the existing traffic 
numbers. 


Response: Volume III (Technical Appendices) of the Environmental 
Notification Form filed by the MBTA in 1995 includes a traffic 
analysis of the proposed station sites and grade crossings for the 
Attleboro Alternative. The technical report presents the 
methodology used to conduct the traffic analysis and presents a 
detailed evaluation of the traffic impacts of each of the commuter rail 
stations. The traffic conditions in the vicinity of each station were 
analyzed for both existing and future conditions. This report also 
presents the analysis of traffic impacts of the highway-railroad grade 
crossings. For both of these analyses, existing traffic volumes were 
collected at all study area intersections as well as at the grade 
crossings. 


(D-14.2) 


Issue: The noise of the current trains and vibrations are excessive and need 
to be analyzed in the report. 


Response: Impacts of existing commuter rail and Amtrak operations along the 
main line are not within the scope of analysis for the extension of 
commuter and service to New Bedford and Fall River, and will occur 
regardless of whether extended commuter rail service utilizes this 
route. 


(D-14.3) 


Issue: An economic effect upon property values should be evaluated as 
well as a cost benefit analysis on the project. 


Response: The MBTA has conducted a cost-benefit analysis in accordance with 
FTA guidelines, summarized in Chapter 3 of this DEIR and the 1997 
Expanded Feasibility Report. In general, residential and commercial 
property values within the communities served by the New 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Bedford /Fall River Commuter Rail extension are expected to 
increase as these areas develop an improved transportation system 
and improved access to employment and tourist centers. In some 
instances, it is possible that individual property values of properties 
directly adjacent to the track may be adversely affected. 
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Letter D-15 


TOWN OF MANSFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS 
50 West Street, Mansfield, MA 02048 


- 
Dee 
/ 


- 


November 15, 1995 


Secretary Trudy Coxe 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street 

Room 2000 

Boston, MA 02202 


RE: EOEA #10509 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 

I have reviewed the Environmental Notification Form for the New Bedford/Fall 
River commuter rail project. My comments will be made on three general 
categories: Environmental Impacts, Capital Cost Consideration, and Commuter 
Rail Operations. It is my opinion that the scope of the Environmental Impact 
Report should include these concerns, which will require a much greater level of 
detail and analysis in order to properly evaluate the full impacts of the preferred 
option (the Attleboro By-Pass). 


Wetlands Alterations - The Environmental Impact Report needs to fully examine 
all wetland impact areas with more accurate information on the extent of areas 
proposed to be disturbed. Location of wetland replication areas need to be fully D-15.1 
explored, including complete replication proposals and costs. The EIR should 
include identification of parcels and cost estimates for any required land 
acauisitions. 
Wildlife Habitat - Construction of the new 2.75 mile Attleboro By-Pass will have a 
Significant impact on wildlife habitat areas abutting wetland and upland areas. 
While it is presently unknown to what degree, if any, wildlife habitat thresholds of 
the Wetland Act will be triggered, the impacts can be assumed to be negative. 
The Environmental Impact Report should evaluate the impacts of this new 
construction, taking into account the relationship between wetland and upland 
areas and the transition zones that exist in the area of the by-pass. Impacts on the 
habitats within the forested edge of the utility easement should be evaluated. The D-15.2 
Environmental Impact Report should also examine the impacts of daily operation 
of commuter rail on these habitat areas. 


Noise - The Environmental Impact Report should identify specific location of 
sensitive receptors in Mansfield and indicate the mitigation methods, location, and 
cost of mitigating whistle, wheel and engine noise. 


Air Quality - The Environmental Impact Report should evaluate the electrification 
of the proposed New Bedford/Fall River commuter rail project for all options. 


The Environmental Impact Report should evaluate the impacts of doubling the 
amount of commuter rail atmospheric pollutants in Mansfield as a result of 
doubling the number of MBTA trains traveling through Mansfield. With the 
doubling of trains through the area, it is anticipated additional stops will be added 
at the Mansfield commuter rail station. Local effects of increased motor vehicles 
and pollution and mitigation methods should be articulated, evaluated, and 
mitigated. 

Capital Cost Considerations - The Environmental Impact Report should provide 
additional documentation and justification for selecting the preferred option, the 
Attleboro By-Pass, when all other options appear to have equal or significantly 
lower capital costs and are projected to have similar levels of ridership. A more 
detailed costs comparison between the preferred option and the Middleboro option 
should be included. 


Commuter Rail Operations - The Environmental Impact Report should provide 
additional documentation and justification for selecting the Attleboro By-Pass 
when it has the highest daily operating cost of any of the identified options. 


_ The Environmental Impact Report should include an evaluation of the Attleboro 
By-Pass on the Mansfield commuter rail station, including number of additional 
stops and the need for additional loca! parking, if any. 


The Environmental Impact Report should be required to include the number of 
future Amtrak trains that will use the Shore Line, not just existing trains. 

The Environmental Impact Report should identify, evaluate, and propose 
mitigation for cumulative effects of noise, air pollution, and train and motor 


| 
| 


| 
| 
D-15.3 
| 
; 


‘ 
| 


D-15.5 


D-15.6 


D-15.7 


vehicle traffic when all lines, Attleboro By-Pass, Shore Line and Amtrak, are D-15.8 


operating at maximum capacity. 


In conclusion, I recommend that the Middleboro option(s) be more fully explored 
and reexamined in light of the overwhelming number of significant and adverse D-15.9 
impacts the Attleboro By-Pass option would cause. 


On Behalf of the Town of Mansfield, 


itis. Ag 6- 


Dianne Royle, Chairman 
Mansfield Board of Selectmen 


cc: Andrew Brennan 
Lisa Standley 


DR/jc 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-15 


Town of Mansfield Board of Selectmen 


(D-15.1) 


Response: 


Response: 


(D-15.3) 


Response: 


The EIR should examine all wetland impact areas with more 
accurate information on the extent of areas proposed to be disturbed, 
including complete replication proposals and costs. The EIR should 
include identification of parcels and cost estimates for any required 
land acquisition. 


Section 4.1 provides an analysis of wetland impacts. Cost estimates 
for mitigation will be determined at the appropriate design stage for 
the selected alternative. 


The EIR should evaluate the impacts of this new construction, taking 
into account the relationship between wetland and upland areas and 
the transition zones that exist in the area of the by-pass, as well as 
the impacts on the habitats within the forested edge of the utility 
easement. The EIR should also examine the impacts of daily 
operation of commuter rail on these habitat areas. 


Section 4.1 provides an analysis of direct and indirect wetland 
impacts. 


The EIR should identify the specific location of sensitive receptors in 
Mansfield and indicate the mitigation methods, location, and cost of 
mitigating whistle, wheel and engine noise. 


Noise receptors in Mansfield are affected by existing commuter rail 
and Amtrak operations which will occur regardless of which 
alternative is selected for the extension of commuter rail service to 
New Bedford and Fall River. 
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ener 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(D-15.4) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The EIR should evaluate the electrification of the proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River commuter rail project for all options. 

The EIR should evaluate the impacts of doubling the amount of 
commuter rail atmospheric pollutants in Mansfield as a result of 
doubling the number of MBTA trains traveling through Mansfield. 
Local effects of increased motor vehicles and pollution and 
mitigation methods should be articulated, evaluated, and mitigated. 


The existing MBTA commuter rail fleet is powered by diesel 
locomotives. While Amtrak is electrifying the Northeast Corridor 
(Attleboro/Providence Line), the MBTA has no plans to purchase 
electric locomotives to power Providence/ Attleboro Line trains. The 
electrification would require substantial new construction costs for 
an overhead catenary system. Air quality in Mansfield is affected by 
existing commuter and Amtrac operations which will occur 
regardless of which alternative is selected for the extension of 
commuter rail service to Fall River and New Bedford. Analysis of 
these impacts is beyond the scope of this study. 


(D-15.5) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The EIR should provide additional documentation and justification 
for selecting the preferred option, the Attleboro By-Pass, when all 
other options appear to have equal or significantly lower capital 
costs and are projected to have similar levels of readership. A more 
detailed cost comparison between the preferred option and the 
Middleborough option should be included. The EIR should provide 
additional documentation and justification for selecting the 
Attleboro By-Pass due to it having the highest daily operating cost of 
any of the identified options. 


The Attleboro Alignment was initially selected as the preferred 
alternative because it was felt to provide the best balance of cost and 
benefits (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). It would have high ridership, 
reasonable capital costs, good travel times and can be implemented 
quickly. The DEIR presents the impacts associated with reinstating 
commuter rail service on the Stoughton Line. The Middleborough 
Alignment was considered and dropped due to the operational 
restrictions on the Old Colony Main Line 
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(D-15.6) 


Response: 


The EIR should include an evaluation of the Attleboro By-Pass on 
the Mansfield commuter rail station, including number of additional 
stops and need for additional local parking. 


The Attleboro By Pass alternative will not affect the Mansfield 
Station. The New Bedford/Fall River trains would not stop at the 
Mansfield Station. 


(D-15.7) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The EIR should include the number of future Amtrak trains that will 
use the Shore Line. 


When the Amtrak electrification project is complete in the fall of 
1999, they are planning to operate 18 daily roundtrips (36 trains a 
day) between Boston and New York City. Ten of the roundtrips will 
be operated as high-speed service (3 hour 15 minute travel time). The 
eight other roundtrips will be slower but still faster than today’s 
service. The Federal Railroad Administration’s environmental 
impact statement for the Northeast Corridor Electrification Project 
documented the impacts of up to 26 roundtrips a day between 
Boston and New York City. 


(D-15.8) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The EIR should identify, evaluate, and propose mitigation for 
cumulative effects of noise, air pollution, and train and motor vehicle 
traffic when all lines are operating at maximum capacity. 


Volume III (Technical Appendices) of the New Bedford/Fall River 

Commuter Rail Project’s Environmental Notification Form filed by 
the MBTA in 1995 address the traffic, air quality, and noise impacts 
and identify mitigation measures for the Attleboro Alternative. 


(D-15.9) 
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Response: 


The Middleborough option(s) should be more fully explored and 
reexamined in light of the overwhelming number of significant and 
adverse impacts the Attleboro By-Pass option would cause. 


In comparison with the Attleboro By-Pass, the Middleborough 
Alternatives were determined to be inadequate in terms of ridership 
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eee 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


and travel times. The Middleborough Alternatives also did not 


provide adequate service as they would not serve either Back Bay or 
Taunton (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 
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Letter D-16 


TOWN OF FREETOWN 
PLANNING BOARD 


TOWN HALL 3 NORTH MAIN STREET 
ASSONET, MASSACHUSETTS 02702 


Secretary Trudy Coxe October 25, 1995 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street | Batat 
Room 2000 es ny : Lu 
Boston, MA 02202 bbe mnt 
gol ea 

Re: EOEA# 10509 

| si Cy} 
Dear Secretary Coxe: vt 


After thoughtful review the Freetown Planning Board is submitting the following 
comments in regard to the Environmental Notification Form (ENF) for the Fall River / 
New Bedford Commuter Rail Extension, dated September, 1995. The Board’s primary 
concerns are with the proposed Freetown Station location (resulting traffic impact, 
adjacent land uses, noise, etc.) , and adjacent dams that were not commented on in the 
ENF. 

The Freetown Planning Board is in strong support of relocating the proposed 
location of the station from Copicut Rd. to a nearby abandoned sand and gravel operation 
off of Ridge Hill Rd. Attachments “A” and “B” illustrate this change. The Board 
supports this change for the following reasons: 


a) Traffic impacts - The station location as proposed will direct (and double) 
the traffic down South Main St. and Copicut Rd., an area which is 
approximately 95% residential. Please bear in mind that the ENF states 
that the station is consistent with local zoning, which is mixed use. The 
ENF implies that this conforms to local zoning bylaws and is therefore in 
an appropriate location. The fact is that there are no zoning districts in the 
Town of Freetown. The entire Town is mixed use. It may be allowable 
within the existing laws to build a station at this location, however it may 
not really be a very good location looking at the actual neighboring land 
uses. 

Of significant concern, which is understated in the ENF is the 
intersection of Narrows Rd. and South Main St. Narrows Rd. is the only 
access to an old subdivision called the Assonet Bay Shores. There are 
hundreds of homes that gain access through this one unsignalized 
intersection. Attachment “B” shows the location of the intersection and 
the Assonet Bay Shores. Attachment “C” is a table taken from the ENF. 
The table shows that without the project in the year 2005 the intersection 
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D-16 


b) 


c) 


operates with an LOS of A. Projected traffic increases with the project 
constructed, lowers this intersection to a level D. It is our opinion that a 
Level D is unacceptable and further traffic control would be required. 
What is not shown is what actually happens at the intersection at the 
present time. Although the intersection does not warrant further traffic 
control per the ENF’s “engineering standards”, the intersection is a 
continual location of “near misses” on a daily basis. The residents of this 
area are concerned about the incidents at this intersection under present 
day circumstances. — 

The sand and gravel location resolves all of the above mentioned 
issues. The strong majority of traffic will come to the station via Rte. 24. 
The traffic coming from Rte. 24 will exit the off ramps and within a few 
hundred feet, turn up Ridge Hill Rd. to the station, thereby not affecting 
any residences. Another potential gain is that per Attachment “C” the Rte. 
24 northbound ramp will be operating at a LOS of “E” in the mornings. 
Although the ENF as proposed states that building new ramps 
off of Rte. 24 to the Copicut Rd. location is not feasible, there is a strong 
feasibility of building a “spur” off of the existing Rte. 24 northbound ramp 
leading directly to Ridge Hill Rd. This would eliminate over half of the 
traffic from entering South Main St. and resolve the ramp intersection 
problem. Ridge Hill Rd. is extremely close to the existing ramp. The cost 
of this ramp would be negligible in regards to the scope of the project and 
how it would preserve the Town’s rural character. See attachment ”A” for 
the potential ramp “spur” location. 
Land Use - As previously stated the land use on the “traveled way” to the 
proposed Copicut Rd. location is predominantly residential. Two items 
that were not mentioned at all in the ENF is that directly south of the 
proposed station is the Freetown State Forest and the Wampanoag Indian 
Reservation. In regards to the ENF’s discussion of noise, we believe that 
the State Forest and the Indian Reservation should therefore be labeled a 
Category 1, which is defined as: “Buildings and parks where quiet is an 
essential element of their intended purpose. This category includes lands 
set aside for serenity and quiet...”. The station location would need noise 
mitigation. 

The sand and gravel location would help resolve these issues also. 
The area adjacent to the sand and gravel site is predominantly 
commercial and retail. Two strip malls including a bank, convenience 
store, pharmacy, restaurants, gas station and retail stores are immediately 
adjacent to Ridge Hill Rd. The station at the sand and gravel site would 
help the neighboring businesses. The noise level adjacent to the State 
Forest and Indian Reservation would be reduced, but the noise generated 
by the train passing by still needs to be addressed. 
The sand and gravel site has additional benefits over the proposed Copicut 
Rd. location. Currently there is an auto body shop at the Copicut Rd. site. 
The ENF itself states that there are concerns with the auto body 


shop and more investigation needs to be done. We believe that the sand 
and gravel site holds far less environmental risk for the MBTA. 

The sand and gravel site also provides much more land area for 

flexibility with design. In general, the sand and gravel site appears to meet 
‘and or surpass all of the positive aspects of the Copicut Rd. location, 

but with additional benefits. 


The second issue that the Board is concerned with and was not mentioned in the 
ENF are adjacent dams to the railway. Attachment “D” is a map that shows four dams 
that could be potentially affected by the increase in use of the railway. The first is the 
Forge Pond Dam, which is immediately adjacent to the railway. The Forge Pond Dam 
impounds Forge Pond (100 acre-feet) which is classified as Endangered Species Habitat of 
Rare Wetlands Wildlife. Per the attached report done by D.E.M.’s Office of Dam Safety 
(attachment E”) the dam is in imminent danger of failing. The dam is classified as a 
significant hazard and is in very poor condition. Please note that per the report (“E-3”, 
“E-4”, flood impact area) that failure of the Forge Pond Dam could also result in the 
failure of the downstream Winalow and Tisdale Dams resulting in significant property 
damage and public risk. These three dams were built in the 1700’s and are of stone D-16.2 
construction. The Winalow dam is also in very poor condition. 

The other dam of primary concern is the Terry Brook Dam (attachments “D” and 
“F”). The Terry Brook Dam is categorized as a high hazard dam. Significant property 
damage, including Rte. 24 and loss of life could occur of this dam failed. 

The concern with the dams is that the increase in vibration could cause soil 
liquification, etc. and cause them to fail. Changes to existing drainage is also of particular 
concern with the dams. These issues needs to be addressed. 

A side issue in regards to the dams is that The City of Fall River owns the Terry 
Brook Dam and to our knowledge has ignored the demands of your office (Office of Dam 
Safety) to take immediate remedial action. This has been going on for years and should 
not be allowed to continue. Your attention to this matter would also be greatly 
appreciated. 

Another important issue is that incorrect information was supplied in the ENF 
about impervious surfaces over an aquifer. On P.6, question #6 of the ENF, the MBTA | 
responds that there is no present or future source of water within the project limits. The D-16.3 | 
proposed location of the Freetown Station is over a very large aquifer, that has the a 
potential to be a significant resource for the Town. The MBTA needs to correct this and 
they need to address what measures they are going to take to protect the aquifer. 

: The Board also has the following miscellaneous comments: 
1) We disagree with the statement made on page A-14 that “The additional traffic, at 
all proposed stations, will not increase the overall traffic volume enough to create 

a noticeable change in sound levels.” and the statement made on page 4-12 that 

“...the increase in traffic volumes is not anticipated to significantly affect traffic 

operations....”. We understand that per the ENF the increase in traffic will still D-16.4. 

allow some intersections to operate (at a decreased level of service) based upon “3 

“acceptable engineering standards” that also apply in Boston. However, please 

bear in mind that the residents of Freetown will feel the impacts because of the 


rural character they are used to. There will be an effect and it should be kept to a 
minimum for the benefit of the Town. 


2) The ENF states that traffic counts were not done on the weekend. We highly D-16.5 
recommend that the traffic studies should also include a Saturday. 
3) The Board is not particularly pleased with the two noise mitigation measures 


discussed in the ENF. Sound barriers are not very visually pleasing and are only 
good for the first floor of nearby residences. Increased building insulation is only D-16.6 
good for indoors and all windows must be closed to work effectively. 


The Freetown Planning Board thanks you for your attention to these matters. 
Please feel free to contact us if you need any clarifications or assistance. 


Sincerely, 


Mr. Fred Cook 
Chairman 


Freetown Planning Board 


CC: Board of Selectmen 
Building Inspector 
Conservation Commission 
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Town of Freetown Planning Board 


MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(D-16.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The Freetown Planning Board is in strong support of relocating the 
proposed location of the station from Copicut Road to a nearby 
abandoned sand and gravel operation off of Ridge Hill Road. 


The Freetown Station will be relocated off Ridge Hill Road in 
Freetown, MA. Please see the Freetown Station Layout Plan in the 
DEIR, and Chapter 2 and the Comment A.1.9 response. 


Issue: 


Response: 


Four dams adjacent to the railway could be potentially affected by 
the increase in use of the railway. The concern is that the increase in 
vibration could cause soil liquefaction, etc. and cause them to fail, as 
well as changes to existing drainage. 


These dams will be inspected prior to completion of final design. A 
vibration analysis will be completed to determine if mitigation is 
required. 


(D-16.3) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


Incorrect information was supplied in the ENF regarding impervious 
surfaces over an aquifer. On page 6, question #6 of the ENF, the 
MBTA responds that there is no present or future source of water 
within the project limits. The proposed location of the Freetown 
Station is over a very large aquifer, that has the potential to be a 
significant resource for the Town. The MBTA needs to correct this 
and they need to address what measures they are going to take to 
protect the aquifer. 


Section 4.2 of the DEIR addresses aquifer and water supply issues. 
The commuter rail extension and proposed Freetown Station will be 
designed and constructed in conformance with the Massachusetts 
Stormwater Policy, and will not affect groundwater supply or 
quality. 
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(D-16.4) 


Issue: 


The Board disagrees with the statement made on page A-14 that 
“The additional traffic, at all proposed stations, will not increase the 
overall traffic volume enough to create a noticeable change in sound 
levels.” and the statement made on page 4-12 that ”....the increase in 
traffic volumes is not anticipated to significantly affect traffic 
operations....”. We understand that per the ENF the increase in 
traffic will still allow some intersections to operate (at a decreased 
level of service) based upon “acceptable engineering standards” that 
also apply in Boston. Please bear in mind that the residents of 
Freetown will feel the impacts because of the rural character they are 
used to. The effect should be kept to a minimum for the benefit of 
the Town. 


Response: The restoration of commuter rail service to New Bedford and Fall 


River will generate both positive and negative impacts in 
communities like Freetown. As part of the state’s environmental 
review process, the MBTA will identify reasonable measures to 
mitigate projected negative impacts resulting from the project. One 
action the MBTA has already taken is to accept the town’s suggestion 
to move the proposed station site from Copicut Road to Ridge Hill 
Road. The new site on Ridge Hill Road has better access to and 
egress from Route 24 which should reduce traffic related impacts on 
Freetown. 


(D-16.5) 
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Issue: 


The ENF states that traffic counts were not done on the weekend. 
We highly recommend that the traffic studies should also include a 
Saturday. 


Response: The ENF documented a proposed schedule of service for the 


9-58 


Attleboro Alternative that included 60 trains each weekday (30 on 
the Fall River Line and 30 on the New Bedford Line). Based on 
MBTA operating practices, the number of weekend trains would be 
significantly less. The recently implemented Old Colony service on 
the Kingston/Plymouth Line includes 16 weekend trains and the 
Middleborough/Lakeville Line incudes 14 weekend trains. The 
Attleboro/Providence Line includes 18 Saturday and 14 Sunday 
trains. Weekend service along the Attleboro Alternative would 
likely be similar with 12 to 20 weekend trains. This level of service 
would mean between six and ten trains on each line. MBTA 
ridership statistics also indicate far fewer weekend than weekday 
users of the service. Given that automobile traffic volumes are 


Response to Comments 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


typically higher on weekdays, the traffic analysis was limited to 
weekday peak periods. 


(D-16.6) 


Issue: Noise mitigation measures need to be addressed. Sound barriers are 
not very visually pleasing and are only good for the first floor of 
nearby residences. Increased building insulation is only good for 
indoors and all windows must be closed to work effectively. 


Response: Section 4.7 addresses noise impacts and mitigation measures. 
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‘\/ “" "Telephone 644-2201 


TOWN OF FREETOWN | wie 
BOARD OF SELECTMEN 


Town Hall 
3 North Main Street 
P.O. Box 438 rs, 
Assonet, Massachusetts 02702 by k, Phe 
Ss j SOLER 
nish 
Cf 2 * 1998 
October 23, 1995 bye. 
/ b 
MED 


Ms. Trudy Coxe, Secretary 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street 

Room 2000 

Boston, MA 02202 


SUBJ: EOEA #10509. 
Dear Ms. Coxe: 


We submit the following comments regarding the Environmental 
Notification Form (E.N.F.) for the Fall River/New Bedford Commuter 
Rail Extension proposed by the Mass. Bay Transportation Authority: 


We are greatly concerned about the additional traffic which may 
be generated on South Main Street, Assonet, Massachusetts, as a 
result of the railroad project. We therefore suggest that the D-17.1 
railroad site be re-located to the area at the rear of the Freetown 
Sand & Stone property, (a former gravel operation,) off Ridge Hill 
Road, Assonet, adjacent to the existing off-ramp of Exit 9 off Route 
24 


If we can be of any further assistance, please feel free to 
contact our office at (508)-644-2201. 


Very truly yours, 
FREETOWN BOARD OF SELECTMEN 
Nee fe VE. 

eee 


ele ey « bias 
{i oie ; 
ohn..S. Astley, Chairman 
. - 24 <F > Seage, 
ree 


Robert A.-Robidoux. 


Bruce W. Wilbur 


lhl 
Certified Mail: No. Z 318 812 398 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-17 
Town of Freetown Board of Selectmen 


(D-17.1) 


Issue: We are greatly concerned about the additional traffic which may be 
generated on South Main Street, Assonet, Massachusetts, as a result 
of the railroad project. We suggest that the railroad site be relocated 
to the area at the rear of the Freetown Sand and Stone Property. 


Response: This comment was taken into consideration and the Freetown 
railroad station was re-located to the area at the rear of the Freetown 
Sand and Stone property off Ridge Hill Road. A revised traffic 
impact study has been included in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report. Please also see the Comment A.1.9 response. 
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V Letter D-18 


Tel. (508) 636-1003 
Admin. Asst. (508) 636-1150 


TOWN OF WESTPORT FAX (508) 636-1147 


MASSACHUSETTS 02790 
The Coastal Agricultural Resource Community of New England 


BOARD OF SELECTMEN 


October 30, 1995 


Trudy Coxe | . 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs we CEN 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs «1995 
100 Cambridge Street HOY  ? 


Boston, Massachusetts 02202 


WEPA 
Dear Ms. Coxe: 


The Westport Board of Selectmen would like to express our Strong support for the 
proposed Fall River!New Bedford commuter rail line. We feel that several goals/benefits can 
be attained by this project. 


ry Clean Air and Reduced Traffic 


Rail has the potential of deferring much auto commutin g especially those with one 
occupant in the car. 


2), Jobs/Economy 


Our region has a traditionally depressed economy. Commuter rail will afford 
more access to Boston and surrounding areas for those who wish to seek hi gher 
paying jobs there. 

3). Tourism 
AS surely as the people in our area will take the train to Boston attractions, SO 
will Bostonians use it to visit Battleship Cove and the New Bedford Whaling 


Museum. 


While we are aware of some potential negatives Jrom this project, we feel that the benefits 


far outweigh them. 
Very t 
ASG Had Fey pete 


? 4 tia 
een é A. Holden 
David P. Dionne 
WESTPORT BOARD OF SELECTMEN 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-18 
Town of Westport Board of Selectmen 


No response necessary. 
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Fall River Area Letter ae 
Ghambper of Commerce [9] dD) 
& Industry Since 1911 Soe an 


November 21, 1995 ie Bae 


Ms. Trudy Coxe, Secretary . 1) a 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs = 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 200 
Boston, MA 02202 aS 2, wie 


Dear Secretary Coxe, 


I am writing on behalf of the Fall River Area Chamber of 
Commerce regarding Project #10509 which will provide commuter 
rail between Boston and Fall River. 4 

The Board of Directors of the Chamber, representing over 
1,000 businesses, supports this extension of commuter rail 
service to Fall River because it will help create economic growth 
for our community, strengthen our position as a commuting suburb 
of Boston and give a boost to the economic and social well-being 
of Southeastern Massachusetts. 


At the same time, commuter rail will provide an 
environmentally sound way for people to commute to and from 
Boston. The safety and pollution issues of Route 24 and the 
Southeast Expressway are best addressed through commuter rail. 


The Governor has committed to providing rail service to Fall 
River. We now ask that it be implemented in as expedient a 
manner as is possible. Using the so-called Attleboro line will 
accomplish this because it does not have the environmental 
concerns of the so-called Stoughton route; and, unlike the so- 
called Middleboro route, it provides double tracks to and from 
Boston, thereby maximizing utilization. 


Thank you for the opportunity to address you on this issue 
which is so vital to our community and the region. é 


Very truly yours, 
ADI “a 
fae Lee. 
Si hiStinr 
Robert J. Boisselle 
President & CEO 


cc: Governor William Weld 
James Kerosiotes 


200 Pocasset Street Tel. (508) 676-8226 P.O. Box 1871 
Fall River, MA 02721 Fax (508) 675-5932 Fall River, MA 02722-1871 


—_—____eeee—e—————————————————————— OO — — — — — — 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


_ 


Letter D-19 
Fall River Area Chamber of Commerce and Industry 


No response necessary. 
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FALL RIVER PUBLIC SCHOOLS Letter D-20 


Ter: (508)675-8442 
675-8443 


OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT 4 
V Fax:(508)675-8462 


JAMES M. GIBNEY 417 ROCK STREET 
SUPERINTENDENT 
FALL RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS 02720 


November 14, RECEIVED 
Trudy Coxe, Secretary 


Executive Office of Environmental Affairs NOV 2 1995 
100 Cambridge Street, Room #200 


Boston, MA 02202 | MEPA 


RE: PROJECT #10509 
Dear Ms. Coxe: 


I am writing this letter as a concerned citizen and, more 
importantly, as Superintendent of the Fall River Public Schools to 
strongly encourage and urge you to withstand minority protest regarding 
the proposed commuter rail project for the Greater Fall River/New Bedford 
area. 


We in Southeastern Massachusetts feel that for a long time we have 
been neglected by the rest of the state as it relates to economic, 
recreational, and other opportunities that would enhance the quality of 
life for our residents. As Superintendent of Schools, I am particularly 
concerned about the future job market for the fine young men and women 
that we graduate from our high school. I see the commuter rail project 
as a way to rejuvenate the economy and to provide quicker access to and 
from the Boston area for not only our citizens, but people from other 
parts of the state who would like to visit our area. 


We will do all we can to provide our citizenry with a quality of 
education and a quality of life that will keep them in the area. Please | 
assist in that effort by ensuring that the commuter rail project tol. our 
area stays on track (please excuse the pun). 


I am available to further amplify my feelings and concerns about 
this most worthwhile project. Thank you for reading this lengthy letter, 
and please feel free to contact me, if I can assist in any way to ensure 
the commuter rail service for the citizens of the Greater Fall River /New 
Bedford area. 


Sincerely, 


77 


ames M. Gibney 
Superintendent of”Schools 


JMG/bjk 
cos File 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-20 
Fall River Area Chamber of Commerce Industry 


No response necessary. 
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: Letter D-21 » 
| EA Qo | a eee = 
Gi 794 GREATER ATTLEBORO-TAUNTON REGIONAL 

TRANSIT AUTHORITY 
7 Mill Street — Attleboro, Mass. 02703 — Office: (508) 226 - 1102 Fax: (508) 226-4937 TDD:508: 824-7 


November 17, 1995 na 


Secretary Trudy Coxe 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs = 
100 Cambridge Street ‘AP 
Boston, MA 02202 Ta 


Dear Ms. Coxe: 


The following comments are the Greater Attleboro-Taunton Regional 
Transit Authority’s response to the ENF regarding the proposed MBTA 
Commuter Rail Service to New Bedford/Fall River. 


+ Let me state from the outset the Authority is in support of 
commuter rail expansion, especially to Southeastern Mass., but 
believes expansion must be done in a cost effective and more 
importantly by a safety conscious longterm development. 


+ The proposed routing through Attleboro is unsafe, develops a 
myriad of problems for the City of Taunton regarding at-grade 
crossings and does not appear to me to be the most efficient D-?21.1 
way for commuter rail to be provided to New Bedford/Fall 


River. 


+ I request that your office instruct the MBTA to re-evaluate 
the Middleboro branch for service. I believe that this route 
could reduce capital costs, reduce train: set requirements, 
provide the type of service that is necessary to the two 
cities of Fall River/New Bedford and also service the Catvror 
Taunton and is a lot less dangerous in its daily operation as D-?21.2 
it relates to grade crossings. This coupled with an extension 
of the Stoughton line south as far as possible and an 
aggressive commuter bus option alternative should be pursued. 


+ The Authority is also concerned about the ongoing operating 
cost of this service once constructed. A more detailed p_913 
analysis of operating cost of any expansion of commuter rail 
service to Fall River/New Bedford should be undertaken. 


GATRA has been involved with commuter service to the City of 
Attleboro and the Town of Mansfield for a number of years. We 
do play a role in working with the MBTA at these three station 
sites and understand the ongoing operating issues that 
commuter rail brings to the community. 


a 


Under current statutes, the MBTA is required to contract for 
operations of service outside of their district. This means 
that both GATRA and the Southeastern Regional Transit 
Authority (SRTA) should be involved in the final planning of 
service as well as development of overall policies between the 
MBTA and the RTAs for ongoing operational issues relative to 
stations and other concerns commuter rail brings. D-21 


There has to be recognition in the final ENF to discuss the 
roles of the regional transit authorities and the MBTA and the 
operational issues of commuter rail into the RTA districts. 
In addition, we feel that a more detailed analysis of daily 
operating costs should be included. 


+ The local bus companies have played a role for a number of 
years in the provision of commuter bus service to the City of 
Boston. From these cities we believe that these companies 
should be involved in the development of joint ticketing 
arrangements as well as an alternative bus service to meet off 
peak service needs that commuter rail won't fill. Tngeecype 
of approach would have a greater benefit to all concerned in 
operation of the commuter rail service. It will reduce the 
overall operating cost and also insure bus services continue 
to play a pivotal role in public transportation from our 


communities. 


+ The use of the Downtown Attleboro station needs to be fully 
evaluated as an alternative to the environmental impacts of 
the Attleboro by-pass. Documentation and correspondence with 
Amtrak should be provided on their reported objection to the 
use of the Attleboro station. 


+ The DEIR needs to provide a more thorough analysis of the 
Middleboro Alternative, which includes the three possible 
levels of service mentioned in the above comment. If 15 or 17 
outbound train trips per day are proposed for the Lakeville 
Station on the Middleboro line, it should be possible to begin D-2’ 
some of these trains from New Bedford and some from Fall 
River, thereby serving our three cities without increasing 
train trips on the Old Colony Line. The capacity of the 
Single track from Braintree to Boston would no longer be an 
issue. | 

+ The traffic portion of the DEIR needs to provide a more 
thorough documentation of existing traffic numbers on roadways D-21 
effected by at-grade crossings and at all intersections 
‘analyzed in the report. 


I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this study. 


Sincerely, 


Francis J. “Gay 
Administrator 


cg 


eee ee ee ee 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-21 


Greater Attleboro — Taunton Regional Transit Authority 


(D-21.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The proposed routing through Attleboro is unsafe, develops a 
myriad of problems for the city of Taunton regarding at-grade 
crossings and does not appear to be the most efficient way for 
commuter rail to be provided to New Bedford/Fall River. 


Chapter 3 of this DEIR provides a comparative analysis of 
alternatives. The MBTA’s preferred alternatives (The Stoughton 
Alternative) would not route trains through Attleboro and would 
have 2 grade crossings in Taunton. 


(D-21.2) 


Issue 


Response: 


The MBTA should re-evaluate the Middleborough branch for 
service. This branch could reduce capital costs, reduce train set 
requirements, provide the type of service that is necessary to the two 
cities of Fall River/New Bedford and also service the City of 
Taunton less dangerously with regard to grade crossings. This 
coupled with an extension of the Stoughton line south as far as 
possible and an aggressive commuter bus option alternative should 
be pursued. 


The Middleborough Alternative (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) was not selected due to longer travel times, 
lower ridership, capacity constraints, operational problems on the 
Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the restricted service to 
commuters. The operational analysis prepared for this project 
concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative could not 
support the additional New Bedford/Fall River level of service, due 
to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan. See Chapter 3 of this DEIR. 


(D-21.3) 


Issue 


A more detailed analysis of operating cost of any expansion of 
commuter rail service to Fall River/New Bedford should be 
undertaken. 
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(D-21.5) 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: 


Issue 


Response: 


Issue 


Response: 


The current operating costs are estimates which portray with 
reasonable accuracy what the actual costs will be. Please refer to 
Chapter 3 of the DEIR. 


The GATRA and the Southeastern Regional Transit Authority 
(SRTA) should be involved in the final planning of service as well as 
development of overall policies for ongoing operational issues 
relative to stations and other concerns commuter rail brings. 


The MBTA will work with GATRA and SRTA to optimize public 
transportation opportunities for access to the new commuter rail 
stations. 


The use of the downtown Attleboro Station needs to be fully 
evaluated as an alliterative to the environmental impacts of the 
Attleboro by-pass. Provide copies of correspondence with Amtrak 
on their reported objection to the use of the Attleboro station. 


Use of The Attleboro Station was reviewed and discarded due to the 
reverse move required for trains to access the Attleboro Secondary 
track from the Northeast Corridor. Operationally, this poses a 
problem for the MBTA and Amtrak because a train would be 
stopped on the Shore Line for 10-15 minutes to conduct a break test 
mandated by the Federal Railroad Administration to reverse onto 
the Attleboro Secondary track. Therefore, the Attleboro Station 
alternative was discarded because it would impact with railroad 
operations on the Northeast Corridor. For this project, we received 
copies of the proposed Amtrak High-Speed schedule which was 
incorporated into the commuter rail operating plan. 


(D-21.6) 


MAWATRI\TE\05921\DOCES\REPORTS\ 
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Issue 


Response: 


Chapter 3 provides a comparative analysis of all alternatives. The 
DEIR should provide a more thorough analysis of the 
Middleborough alternative. 


The Middleborough Alternative (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) was not selected due to longer travel times, 
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(D-21.7) 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Issue 


Response: 


lower ridership, capacity constraints, operational problems on the 
Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the restricted service to 
commuters. The operational analysis prepared for this project 
concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative could not 
support the additional New Bedford /Fall River level of service, due 
to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan. Chapter 3 of this DEIR provides a more detailed 
summary. 


The traffic portion of the DEIR should provide a more thorough 
documentation of existing traffic numbers on roadways affected by 
at-grade crossings and at all intersections analyzed. 


The traffic volumes collected for the Environmental Notification 
Form prepared for the New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail 
Project were presented in the Technical Report, Analysis of Traffic 
Impacts of Station and Grade Crossing, September 1995. These 
included figures for each station which present all of the turning 
movement counts for all study area intersections for morning and 
evening peak hour under both existing and future conditions. Each 
of the grade crossings along the Attleboro Alternative was also 
documented and analyzed. The DEIR contains the same information 
for the stations and grade crossings along the Stoughton alternative. 
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Acushnet 
Attleboro 
Berkley 
Carver 
Dartmouth 
Dighton 


Fairhaven . 


Fall River 
Freetown 
Lakeville 
Mansfield 
Marion 
Mallapoisett 
Middleborough 
New Bectford 
N.Attedorough 
Norton 
Plainville 
Raynham 
Rehosoth 
Rochester 
Seekenk 
Somerset 
Swansea 
Taunton 
Wareham 
Westport 


’ 


ma ies Letter D-22 
| We: fax 


(O- 20 aciams 


: OE) SOUTHEASTERN REGIONAL PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DISTRIC 


October 26, 1995 


oh emahative RECEIVER 


Executive Office of Environmental Affairs | ‘PET 30 1955 
100 Cambridge Street | MMP 


Boston, MA 02202 | | MEPA 


ATIN: MEPA Office 

RE: MBTA New Bedford/Fall River/Taunton Commuter Rail 

Dear Secretary Coxe: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the MBTA’s ENF. At the outset, let me note that the 
SRPEDD Commission is in full support of commuter rail service for Taunton, New Bedford and Fall 


River as stated in our July 27, 1995 letter to Governor Weld. 


The SRPEDD staff and a task force of the Joint Transportation Planning Group have reviewed the 
Environmental Notification Form (ENF) for the MBTA’s proposed extension of commuter rail to 


Taunton, New Bedford and Fall River. The SRPEDD Commission, having discussed the findings of 


the staff and task force at our meeting on October 25, 1995, endorsed the following comments, which 


' are not presented in priority order: 


° The SRPEDD Commission requests justification of the projected 15 outbound trains serving New 
Bedford and 15 serving Fall River, and 30 outbound trains serving Taunton. The number of 
trains per day, publicized by the MBTA (60), has caused great concern to the municipalities D-22.1 
north of Myricks Junction. The DEIR needs to provide a full analysis of: 1) a minimum level 
_ of service; 2) the MBTA’s most likely level of service; and, 3) the maximum level of service to 
’ be provided. 


° The use of the Downtown Attleboro station needs to be fully evaluated as an alternative to the 


environmental impacts of the Attleboro. by-pass. Documentation and correspondence with D-22.2 
Amtrak should be provided on their reported objection to the use of the Attleboro station. 


° The DEIR needs to provide a more thorough analysis of the Middleboro Alternative, which 
includes the three possible levels of service mentioned in the above comment. If 15 or 17 
outbound train trips per day are proposed for the Lakeville Station on the Middleboro line, it D-22.3 
should be possible to begin some of these trains from New Bedford and some from Fall River, 
thereby serving our three cities without increasing train trips on the Old Colony Line. The 
capacity of the single track from Braintree to Boston would no longer be an issue. 


The Commission requests that the DEIR include train dispatching string line reports for both 

the Middleboro Alternative and the Attleboro Alternative. These string line reports will provide 

the operational capacity of each alternative and document the capacity on the Old Colony Line, D-22.4 
with or without the Greenbush Line. The Commission feels that the ENF has sufficiently 

documented that the Stoughton Alternative should be dropped from consideration. — 


Secretary Trudy Coxe 
October 26, 1995 
Page 2 


The DEIR needs to include in its analysis a combined train/bus alternative, which reduces the 

number of train trips and provides gaps for complementary bus service. The Commission D-225 
recommends that this alternative also include a subsidy for the bus companies, a combined 
train/bus ticket and a free MBTA subway and bus pass for monthly ticket holders. 


The ENF states “while the proposed project is expected to increase Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) 

emissions in the study area, the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) is developing a 

State Implementation Plan (SIP) that will ensure overall reductions in NOx emissions in the D-22.6 
Eastern Massachusetts nonattainment area”. Correspondence with DEP should be presented on 

this issue. | 


The DEIR should also provide a complete analysis regarding the numbers of cars that will be 

removed from the roadways. The ENF suggests that +2,500 people will change mode, but the air 

quality calculations are based on 3,400 vehicles removed from the Boston trip. Please specify if D-227 
the ridership numbers include people currently using bus lines to commute to Boston and/or 

using the train from existing T stations. } 


The traffic portion of the DEIR needs to provide a more thorough documentation of existing 
traffic numbers on roadways effected by at-grade crossings arid at all intersections analyzed in 
the report. 


D-22.8 


The DEIR should use the regional indicators for hydric soils in their evaluation of wetlands. The 
DEIR should also specify replication techniques and maintenance scheduling and responsibility. D229 
The report should also present mitigation strategies for the tributary to the Wading River. ; 


The socio-economic impacts should be considered in more detail. We request a comprehensive 
review of these issues including a cost/benefit analysis, projected impact on property values, job Dee ie 
generation and access to jobs. 


We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this study. 


Sincerely, 


‘SRPEDD Commission 


Area legislators — 
Chief Elected Officials: Attleboro, Mansfield, Norton, Taunton, Raynham, Berkley, | 
Middleborough, Lakeville, Freetown, New Bedford, Fall River 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter D-22 


Southeast Regional Planning & Economic Development 


District 


(D-22.1) 


Response: 


Issue: 


Response: 


(D-22.3) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should include justification of the projected numbers of 
trains per day. It should provide a full analysis of : 1) a minimum 
level of service; 2) the MBTA’s most likely level of service; and 3) the 
maximum level of service to be provided. 


Please refer to the Appendix for the ridership estimates and the 
operational plan for all three alternatives. 


The use of the downtown Attleboro station needs to be fully 
evaluated as an alternative to the Attleboro by-pass. (See D-21.5) 


The Attleboro Station was reviewed and discarded due to the 
reverse move required for trains to access the Attleboro Secondary 
track from the Northeast Corridor. Operationally, this poses a 
problem for the MBTA and Amtrak because a train would be 
stopped on the Shore Line for 10-15 minutes to conduct a brake test 
mandated by the Federal Railroad Administration to reverse onto 
the Attleboro Secondary track. Therefore, the Attleboro Station 
alternative was discarded because it would impact railroad 
operations on the Northeast Corridor. The proposed Amtrak High- 
Speed schedule which was incorporated into the commuter rail 
operating plan. 


The DEIR should provide a more thorough analysis of the 
Middleborough alternative. (See D-21.6) 


The Middleborough Alternative (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) was not selected due to longer travel times, 
lower ridership, capacity constraints, operational problems on the 
Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the restricted service to 
commuters. The operational analysis prepared for this project 
concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative could not 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


support the additional New Bedford /Fall River level of service, due 
to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan. See Chapter 3 of the DEIR. 


(D-22.4) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should include train dispatching string line reports for 
both the Middleborough and Attleboro alternatives. 


The DEIR appendix provides “string line” analyses for all 
alternatives. 


(D-22.5) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should include in its analysis a combined train/bus 
alternative, which reduces the number of train trips and provides 
gaps for complementary bus service. This alternative should also 
include a subsidy for bus companies, a combined train/bus ticket 
and a free MBTA subway and bus pass for monthly ticket holders. 


The MBTA will work with local service providers to ensure optimal 
station access by local bus service. MBTA commuter monthly pass 
holders currently may access light rail, heavy rail and bus services at 
no additional cost. An expanded bus alternative was analyzed (see 
Chapter 3). 


(D-22.6) 


MAWATR\TE\OS921\DOCE SIREPORTS\ 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should include correspondence with regard to NOx 
emissions. Specifically while the proposed project is expected to 
increase NOx emissions in the study area, the DEP is developing a 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) that will ensure overall reductions 
in NOx emission in the Eastern Massachusetts nonattainment area. 


The Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection has 
reviewed the air quality analysis and their correspondence is 
included in the appendix to this DEIR. Section 4.6 provides 
information on air quality impacts. 
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(D-22.7) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should provide a complete analysis of the number of cars 
removed from the roadways as a result of the proposed project. 


The preferred alternatives is estimated to have a daily ridership of 
4,325 passengers per day (See Chapter 2). 


(D-22.8) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The traffic portion of the DEIR need to provide a more thorough 
documentation of existing traffic numbers on roadways affected by 
at-grade crossings and at all intersections analyzed. 


Please refer to the Comment D.21.7 response. 


(D-22.9) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should use the regional indicators for hydric soils. The 
DEIR should also specify replication techniques and maintenance 
scheduling and responsibility. The DEIR should also report 
mitigation strategies for the tributary to the Wading River. 


Section 4.1 provides an analysis of wetland impacts and mitigation 
associated with the Stoughton and Attleboro Alternatives. 


(D-22.10) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The socio-economic impacts should be considered in more detail. 
We request a comprehensive review of these issues including a 
cost/benefit analysis, projected impact on property values, job 
generation and access to jobs. 


Please see Response to Comment C-2.3. 
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b Letter E-1 
lap 
Massachusetts Audubon Society 
208 South Great Road 
Lincoln, Massachusetts 01773 
(617) 259-9500 fase al 
te Le 
4 ae “J ~~ oe 
November 21, 1995 cS ie haa 
Ll! 
Trudy Coxe, Secretary ea 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs AS 


100 Cambridge Street, 20th Floor 
Boston, MA 02202 


Attention: MEPA Unit 


«< 


Re: EOQEA # 10509: New Bedtord/Fall River Commuter Rail Project 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


On behalf of the Massachusetts Audubon Society, I submit the following comments on 
the Environmental Notification Form (ENF) for the above referenced project. 


As you know, Massachusetts Audubon is a voluntary association of people, representing 
55,000 member households, and dedicated to preserving the biological diversity and water 
resources of the commonwealth. The Society generally supports improvements to public transit 
Systems, such as commuter rail projects. However, each project entails a variety of complex 
environmental impacts and benefits. The Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority (MBTA) 
must weigh the merits and costs (environmental and economic) of the New Bedford/Fall River 
Commuter Rail project in relation to other projects and the public transit system as a whole. This 
project is categorically included under the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) 
regulations, requiring preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The following 
comments cover topics that should be addressed in the EIR. The project’s impacts on wetlands 
should be analyzed in detail, with every effort made to eliminate and minimize wetland 
alterations to the fullest extent possible. The EIR should specifically evaluate the project’s 
effects on lands protected for conservation purposes, including Massachusetts Audubon’s 750 acre 
Assonet Cedar Swamp Wildlife Sanctuary and the Acushnet Cedar Swamp, a National Natural 
Landmark managed by the Department of Environmental Management. 


Printed on Recycled Paper 


General Comments 


This particular commuter rail project involves more substantial construction and operation 
impacts than other recently proposed rail projects (e.g. Worcester). The project requires extensive 
construction and reconstruction work, including construction of a new bypass outside of 
Attleboro, new passing sidings in several locations, repair or replacement of 30 bridges, and work 
in dozens of other existing crossings of wetlands and waterways. The entire rail bed would be 
rehabilitated tor large segments of the project length. The project passes through habitat of state- 
listed rare or endangered species in several locations. Extensive work is required to install new 
signal equipment and warning devices at the project’s many grade crossings. Several new 
stations and layover areas would be constructed, some of which involve work in areas of 
wetlands, previously filled wetlands, and/or buffer zones of wetlands. Areas of soil contaminated 
with hazardous waste and/or oils have been identified in several locations along the project, and 
remediation will have to be coordinated with construction of the rail project. 


Considering the many complicated environmental issues involved with this project as 
presently proposed, Massachusetts Audubon is concemed that the project timetable is being 
pushed along under an accelerated schedule. The Society requests that the Scope for the EIR for 
this project be detailed and comprehensive in order to ensure that all project impacts are 
adequately evaluated. The EIR should analyze the individual impacts of each project element 
as well as the overall cumulative impacts of the project (e.g. quantify amount of each wetland 
resource area affected at each crossing, by resource type -- bordering vegetated wetland, land 
under water, etc., with a summary of total wetland impacts). 


The EIR also should describe the role that this commuter rail line is expected to play in 
the broader context of the MBTA’s system, in terms of the environmental benefits of this project 
vs. other public transportation system improvements that have been designated as lower priority 
and/or planned on slower implementation schedules. The EIR should further examine the basis 
for the MBTA’s conclusion that the substantial environmental impacts associated with the project 
as proposed are justified in return for the estimated 3,900 passengers per day expected to ride 
on this service by 2010. The EIR should analyze whether other, alternative MBTA system 
improvements could result in similar air quality benefits with lower construction-related 
environmental impacts. 


Alternatives Analysis 


The alternatives analysis in the EIR should be rigorous. While a feasibility analysis. has 
been completed and forms the basis for the selection of the preferred alternative, that decision 
was based primarily on ridership and cost effectiveness projections. The EIR should further 
analyze the available alternatives, with a focus on identifying the least environmentally damaging 
practicable alternative. That alternative may be different than the MBTA’s presently preferred 
alternative. The Stoughton and Middleboro alternatives, as well as bus service, should be 
reevaluated in the context of environmental impacts and benefits. The effect of the more direct 
Middleboro or Stoughton routes on ridership, through savings in time and distance travelled 


should be evaluated. The ridership projections should be evaluated further within the context of 
the anticipated travel times associated with various alternatives. The travel time associated with 
the proposed interim service should be estimated, and the effects of slower interim service on 
ridership should be projected. The energy efficiency of the more direct Stoughton route should 
be considered, and the EIR should document the differences in fuel use and air quality associated 
with the various alternatives. 


The EIR should examine potential modifications to the alternatives considered to date. 
This should include the possibility of provision of service through Middleboro in the short term 
(e.g. through 2005). This would limit construction to the areas south of Middleboro, avoiding 
the extensive project impacts through Attleboro and Taunton. The Middleboro alternative appears 
to have been rejected primarily due to concerns regarding the capacity of that line to 
accommodate all anticipated services over the long term. This constraint would not necessarily 
prohibit the use of the Middleboro line for several years, providing time for more thorough 
consideration of the environmental impacts and alternatives for long term service. 


The EIR should analyze whether there are any operational and/or safety constraints 
associated with adding the proposed 60 trains per day to Amtrak’s Shore Line between Boston 
and Attleboro, including potential constraints at Back Bay Station and the effects of interactions 
between Amtrack’s high speed service and the slower commuter trains. 


The EIR should describe how this service and its potential alternative configurations relate 
to the overall commuter rail system operation plan within the context of the proposed North- 
South Rail Link. 


Wetlands 


The project as proposed would involve reconstruction of the rail bed and associated 
Structures and facilities, through extensive wetlands and numerous river and streams crossings. 
The project borders on at least nine ponds. It also would entail construction of a 2.75 mile long 
"bypass" outside of Atteboro, for which the proposed. alignment passes through an extensive 
wetland system. This bypass would require filling approximately 2.68 acres of wetlands for a 
single track or 5.36 acres for a double track system. The bypass construction may result in 
additional wetland fill if a service road is built along the track, and it is likely that there would 
be additional temporary, construction-related disturbances to this wetland system as well. Several 
areas of proposed new passing siding would also be constructed in wetland areas, including at 
least one area of estimated rare wetlands wildlife habitat (between West Britania Street -and 
Dantorth Street in Taunton). The existing rail bed passes through estimated rare species habitat 
in several additional locations. The project also passes through several areas of Atlantic White 
Cedar Swamp, an unusual and sensitive wetland plant community type. One of the large 
wetlands the rail line traverses contains Massachusetts Audubon Society’s 750 acre Assonet 
Cedar Swamp Wildlife Sanctuary. Other protected wetland conservation areas including the 
Acushnet Cedar Swamp are also affected. The project passes over Fall Brook and its tributaries, 
designated Outstanding Resource Waters that contribute to a public drinking water supply. 


Work in wetlands throughout the project length will include reconstruction of the rail bed, 
repair or replacement of dozens of bridges, culverts, and other crossings, and maintenance 
improvements to adjoining service roads. Construction of security fencing is proposed along the 
project, which may have additional wetland impacts and act as an impediment to free movements 


— of wildlife. 


The EIR should contain detailed information regarding current site conditions and 
proposed work in each area where the project passes through wetlands or wetland buffer zones. 
Each area where impacts to wetlands, floodplains, or the 100 foot wetland buffer zone will occur 
should be depicted on map plans of 1":100" or better detail, with both pre- and post construction 
plans provided. The quantity of impact to each specific wetland resource area should be 
assessed, by wetland resource type (e.g. bordering vegetated wetlands, floodplain, land under 
water, etc.). The total amount of impacts to wetlands for the entire project should be quantified 
ina summary table. The EIR should thoroughly evaluate potential means of avoiding or reducing 
wetlands impacts at each location where wetland alterations are proposed. The EIR should 
provide particularly detailed analysis of the alternatives to the large wetland fills proposed for 
the Attleboro bypass and new passing sidings in Taunton. Alternctives for the Fall River layover 
facility should be evaluated to avoid the proposed fill in wetlands associated with Crab Pond. 
While this site is in an existing industrial area, new wetland fill should be avoided if possible. 
Indeed, the area appears to present opportunities for wetland restoration, as the site evidently 
contains historically filled wetlands. The future restoration of this area should not be foreclosed 
by siting new railroad facilities on this fill and in remaining adjoining wetlands. 


The ENF discusses several specific areas of impact (e.g. access to East Taunton station 
site) in terms of falling below the 5,000 square foot threshold for alteration of bordering 
vegetated wetland. The ENF suggests that those project elements do not require individual 
permitting review for purposes of federal wetlands permitting or state water quality certification, 
because the site-specific work falls below that threshold. However, this project must be 
evaluated as a single and complete project, and applications for environmental permits should be 
completed in that context. 


Given the long period of abandonment or limited freight use of portions of the existing 
rail facilities, and the need for substantial reconstruction including replacement of dozens of 
existing, and very old, wetland and waterbody crossings, the EIR should carefully evaluate the 
impacts at each crossing. The EIR should include site-specific plans showing how construction 
work will be carried out, including provision of access for construction equipment while 
minimizing wetland impacts of equipment access, details of erosion and sedimentation controls, 
and vegetation clearing and replanting plans. The analysis of wetland impacts in the EIR should 
include associated impacts such as maintenance work that will be needed on service roads and 
any fencing that is proposed to be constructed in wetlands or buffer zones. Reconstructed 
wetland crossings should be constructed to maintain existing hydrology, with particular care taken 
not to disturb water levels in sensitive wetland plant communities, notably cedar swamps. 


The EIR should evaluate each area of wetland impact in-relation to the interests served 
by the affected wetlands (e.g. water supply, flood control, fisheries and wildlife habitat) and the 
performance standards in the Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act Regulations. 


The EIR should contain site-specific, detailed wetlands replication plans to compensate 
for any wetland impacts that remain unavoidable following the alternatives analysis. Wetlands 
replication plans should include information on existing and proposed soil conditions, pre- and 
post-replication elevations and microtopography, plant species and detailed planting plans, and 
monitoring methods and schedules, including provisions for assessment of wildlife habitat 
functions. The EIR should document how the project will be designed to maintain the functions 
of the affected wetlands with regard to each of the interests protected under the Wetlands 
Protection Act, including provisions for replications of function, not simply acreage, in replication 
planning. 


The EIR should show how the project will be designed, constructed, and maintained in 
conformance with the state Water Quality Standards. The EIR should contain stormwater 
management plans for all parking lots and layover facilities, including best management practices 
such as vegetated detention basins to mitigate runoff from these sites. There should be no new 
direct discharges of stormwater to wetlands or waterways. The EIR should evaluate the potential 
to reduce the project footprint and associated stormwater runoff at stations through construction 
of parking garages. 


The EIR should analyze the project’s impacts on estimated habitat of rare wetland wildlife 
species, and should contain documentation from the Massachusetts Natural Heritage and 
Endangered Species Program including that agency’s assessment of the projects impacts to state 
listed rare species habitat. 


The EIR should describe proposed plans for accommodating interim service while 
continuing construction on additional project elements. The EIR should identify any additional 
wetland impacts that might be associated with the combined operation/construction plan. For 
example, the EIR should identify whether it is proposed that some crossings be reconstructed 
adjacent to, rather than in, the present alignment, in order to accommodate interim service. 


The EIR should contain a draft Vegetation Management Plan (VMP), with an emphasis 
On avoiding application of herbicides within wetlands and in close proximity to public or private 
water supplies. The VMP should rely on manual and mechanical management of vegetation 
along the tracks to avoid routine applications of herbicides throughout the many sensitive areas 
the rail bed traverses. 


Massachusetts Audubon Society Property 


The project runs through the 750 acre Assonet Cedar Swamp Wildlife Sanctuary property 
owned by the Massachusetts Audubon Society. A railroad access road off Malbone Street runs 
parallel to the rail line for approximately one mile to the river crossing. The Society owns land 
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on both sides of the rail bed for much of this distance and, in fact, borders the entire southwest 
side of the rail line from Malbone Street to the river and beyond. The easy access and 
remoteness of the area along this service road has made this a prime location for illegal dumping 
and other activities. There is an extensive amount of debris that has been deposited on the 
sanctuary and within the wetland, including tires, car parts, construction debris, yard debris, 
appliances, etc. Other activities on the road include dirt biking, parties, and target shooting. 
Both as a safety issue and a deterrent to continuing dumping, appropriate signage and a barrier 
to general access on the service road should be provided. Removal of all existing debris should 
be included as a part of the project. If there are similar problems with debris and illegal access 
Or activities at other points along the project length, these too should be addressed as part of the 
overall project planning and construction work. ~ 


Fencing 


The proposed construction of fencing along the length of the project will have additional 
environmental impacts. The fence will inhibit the free movement of wildlife across the tracks, 
and construction of fencing in wetland areas would involve clearing of wetland vegetation, some 
disturbance of wetland soils, and potentially minor but cumulative amounts of wetland filling. 
Fencing is not needed for safety and security in remote areas outside of residential or urban 
neighborhoods. The EIR should identify the specific areas where fencing is proposed. Fencing 
should be limited to locations where there is a clear and identified need for public safety reasons. 
Fences should not be erected within large contiguous areas of undeveloped land, particularly 
wetlands and lands protected for conservation purposes. The Society specifically opposes the 
construction of fencing through its Assonet Cedar Swamp property. 


Open Space and Conservation Lands 


The EIR should identify each area where the project will pass through land that is 
protected by private or public entities for conservation or open Space purposes. The EIR should 
describe how impacts to wildlife habitat values and recreational uses of these areas will be 
avoided and minimized. If land within such areas will be permanently altered so as to reduce 
the values for which the area is held, the EIR should show how the landowner/agency will be 
compensated for unavoidable impacts, for example through protection of additional contiguous 
natural areas. 


Hazardous Waste 

The ENF identifies several locations within the project area that contain known or 
suspected hazardous contamination. The EIR should include an assessment of all land along the 
project route that will be disturbed for the project construction, and should identify all sites where 
soil and/or groundwater remediation may be necessary. The EIR should describe how cleanup 
of these sites will be coordinated with the project construction work. | 


Intermodality 


The siting of rail stations should be coordinated with local and regional authorities to 
maximize the potential for these stations to act as intermodal transportation stations. This should E-1.19 
include provision of access by pedestrians and bicycles, as well as coordination with bus services, 
commuter shuttles, etc. 


Conclusion 


The Massachusetts Audubon Society requests that a comprehensive EIR be prepared for 
this project, identifying the individual impacts of each project element as well as the overall 
cumulative impacts, particularly to wetlands resource areas. The EIR should contain an 
alternatives analysis that evaluates relative environmental impacts and potential modifications to 
the alternatives considered to date. 


Sincerely, 
ee ey AOS) 


E. Heidi Roddis 
Environmental Policy Specialist 


co: Andrew Brennan, MBTA 
' Army Corps of Engineers 
DEP Commissioner David Struhs 
DEP Div. of Wetlands & Waterways 
DEP Southeast Regional Office 
DEM Commissioner Peter Webber 
MNHESP 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter E-1 
Massachusetts Audubon Society 


(E-1.1) 


Issue: Analyze the project’s impact on wetlands in detail. Minimize 
wetland alterations to the fullest extent possible. Evaluate the 
project’s effects on lands protected for conservation purposes, 
including Massachusetts Audubon’s 750 acre Assonet Cedar Swamp 
Wildlife Sanctuary and the Acushnet Cedar Swamp, a National 
Natural Landmark managed by the Department of Environmental 
Management. 


Response: Section 4.1 of this DEIR provides detailed information and wetland 


impacts. Section 4.3 addresses potential impacts to biological 
diversity resulting from commuter rail operations. 


Issue: Analyze whether other, alternative MBTA system improvements 
could result in similar air quality benefits with lower construction- 
related environmental impacts. 


Response: The proposed alternative will provide the best cost/benefit of any of 
the alternatives. (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 


Issue: Analyze the available alternatives, with a focus on identifying the 
least environmentally damaging practicable alternative 


Response: The DEIR (Chapter 3) summarizes presents this analysis for the 
Attleboro and Stoughton alternatives. 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should examine potential modifications to the alternatives 
considered to date, including the possibility of provision of service 
through Middleborough in the short term (e.g. through 2005). This 
would limit construction to the areas south of Middleborough, 
avoiding the extensive project impacts through Attleboro and 
Taunton. The Middleborough alternative appears to have been 
rejected primarily due to concerns regarding the capacity of that line 
to accommodate all anticipated services over the long term. This 
constraint would not necessarily prohibit the use of the 
Middleborough line for several years, providing time for more 
thorough consideration of the environmental impacts and 
alternatives for long term service. 


The Middleborough Alternative (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) was not selected due to longer travel times, 
lower ridership, capacity constraints, operational problems on the 
Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the restricted service to 
commuters. The operational analysis prepared for this project 
concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative could not 
support the additional New Bedford/Fall River level of service, due 
to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan. Due to the time frame required for design, 
construction and obtaining permits, it is unlikely that any service 
could be provided prior to 2005, even utilizing the Middleborough 
Secondary. See Chapter 3 of this DEIR. 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should analyze whether there are any operational and/or 
safety constraints associated with adding the proposed 60 trains per 
day to Amtrak’s Shore Line between Boston and Attleboro, 
including potential constraints at Back Bay Station and the effects of 
interactions between Amtrak’s high speed service and slower 
commuter trains. 


The Shore Line has been reviewed as part of the Operational 
Analysis conducted for the Attleboro and Stoughton Line 
alternatives. Please refer to the Appendix. Amtrak’s Shore Line has 
enough excess capacity to add the additional trains. The Stoughton 
Alternative, analyzed in this DEIR would add fewer trains to the 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


main line, while providing greater environmental benefits due to 
reducing additional usage. (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 


Response: 


The DEIR should describe how this service and its potential 
alternative configurations relate to the overall commuter rail system 
operation plan within the context of the proposed North-South Rail 
Link. 


The North-South Rail Link would improve transportation access 
between those communities served by the New Bedford /Fall River 
service and those commuter rail routes operated out of North 
Station. 


MAWATR\TE\05921\DOCES\REPORTS\ 
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Response: 


The EIR should contain detailed information regarding current site 
conditions and proposed work in each area where the project passes 
through wetlands or wetland buffer zones. Each area where impacts 
to wetlands, floodplains, or the buffer zone will occur should be 
depicted on map plans of 1”:100’ or better detail, with both pre- and 
post construction plans provided. The quantity of impact to each 
specific wetland resource area should be assessed, by wetland 
resource type. The total amount of impacts to wetlands for the entire 
project should be quantified in a summary table. The EIR should 
thoroughly evaluate potential means of avoiding or reducing 
wetlands impacts at each location where wetland alterations are 
proposed. The EIR should provide particularly detailed analysis of 
the alternatives to the large wetland fills proposed for the Attleboro 
bypass and new passing sidings in Taunton. Alternatives for the Fall 
River layover facility should be evaluated to avoid the proposed fill 
in wetlands associated with Crab Pond. While this site is an existing 
industrial area, new wetland fill should be avoided if possible. 
Indeed, the area appears to present opportunities for wetland 
restoration, as the site evidently contains historically filled wetlands. 
The future restoration of this area should not be foreclosed by siting 
new railroad facilities on this fill and in remaining adjoining 
wetlands. 


Section 4.1 provides a detailed analysis of wetland impaction for the 
Stoughton and Attleboro alternatives. The Stoughton Alternative 
would result in less wetland filling than the Attleboro alternative. 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The EIR should carefully evaluate the impacts at each crossing. The 
EIR should include site-specific plans showing how construction 
activities will be carried out, including provision of access for 
construction equipment while minimizing wetland impacts, details 
of erosion and sedimentation controls, and vegetation clearing and 
replanting plan. The analysis should also include associated impacts 
such as maintenance work needed on service roads and fencing 
proposed to be constructed in wetlands or buffer zones. 


Section 4.1 addresses wetland impacts, detailed analysis of 
construction action will be conducted as part of the subsequent 
permitting process, once the design has been advanced. 


Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should evaluate each area of wetland impact in relation to 
the interests served by the affected wetlands and the performance 
standards in the Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act 
Regulations. 


Section 4.1 of this DEIR provides this analysis. 


(E-1.10) 
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Issue: 


The DEIR should contain site-specific, detailed wetlands replication 
plans to compensate for any wetland impacts that remain 
unavoidable following the alternative analysis. Plans should include 
information on existing and proposed soil conditions, pre-and post- 
replication elevations and microtopography, plant species and 
detailed planting plans, and monitoring methods and schedules, 
including provision for assessment of wildlife habitat functions. The 
DEIR should document how the project will be designed to maintain 
the functions of the affected wetlands with regard to each of the 
interests protected under the Wetlands Protection Act, including 
provisions for replications of function, not simply acreage, in 
replication planning. 
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Response: Section 4.1 of this DEIR addresses Wetland Mitigation Concepts. 
Detailed wetland mitigation plans will be developed during the 
permitting process, for the selected alternatives. 


(E-1.11) 


Issue: The DEIR should show how the project will be designed, 
constructed, and maintained in conformance with the State Water 
Quality Standards. The EIR should contain stormwater management 
plans for all parking lots and layover facilities, including best 
management practices such as vegetated detention basins to mitigate 
runoff from these sites. There should be no new direct discharges of 
stormwater to wetlands or waterways. The EIR should evaluate the 
potential to reduce the project footprint and associated stormwater 
runoff at stations through construction of parking garages. 


Response: Section 4.2 of this DEIR addresses stormwater quality. Stations and 
layover facilities will be designed in conformance with 
Massachusetts Stormwater Policies, using appropriate BMPs. 


(E-1.12) 


Issue: The DEIR should analyze the project’s impacts on estimated habitat 
or rare wetland wildlife species, and contain documentation from 
the Massachusetts Natural Heritage and Endangered Species 
Program including that agency’s assessment of the projects impacts 
to state listed rare species habitat. 


Response: Section 4.3 of the DEIR addresses rare species impacts. 


(E-1.13) 


Issue: The DEIR should describe proposed plans for accommodating 
interim service while continuing construction on additional project 
elements and should also identify any additional wetland impacts 
that might be associated with the combined operation/construction 
plan. 


Response: Interim service was originally proposed for the Attleboro 
Alternative. Interim service is no longer being considered. 
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(E-1.14) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should contain a draft Vegetation Management Plan 
(VMP), with an emphasis on avoiding application of herbicides 
within wetlands and in close proximity to public or private water 
supplies. The VMP should rely on manual and mechanical 
management of vegetation along the tracks to avoid routine 
applications of herbicides throughout the many sensitive areas the 
rail bed travels. 


Section 4.2 of this DEIR describes the MBTA’s general VMP currently 
used along the MBTA’s commuter rail lines. As prescribed, 
mechanical means must be used to control vegetation in close 
proximity to wetlands and sensitive areas. 


(E-1.15) 


Issue: 


Response: 


As a safety issue and a deterrent to continuing dumping, appropriate 
signage and a barrier to general access on the service road should be 
provided. Similar problems with debris and illegal access or 
activities at other points along the project length should also be 
addressed as part of the overall project planning and construction 
work. 


Barriers will be provided to restrict access on service roads, where 
such roads are proposed. 


(E-1.16) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should identify the specific areas where fencing is 
proposed. Fencing should be limited to locations where there is a 
clear and identified need for public safety reasons. 


Fencing will be installed in residential or urban areas to protect 
public safety. Fencing will not be used where the rail line is within 
wetlands or undeveloped uplands. 
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(E-1.17) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should identify each area where the project will pass 
through land that is protected by private or public entities for 
conservation or open space purposes. Describe how impacts to 
wildlife habitat values and recreational uses of these areas will be 
avoided and minimized. If land within such areas will be 
permanently altered so as to reduce the values for which the area is 
held, the EIR should show how the landowner/agency will be 
compensated for unavoidable impacts, for example through 
protection of additional contiguous natural areas. 


Section 4.3 of this DEIR addresses impacts to biological diversity 
along the commuter rail corridor. 


(E-1.18) 


Issue: 


Response: 


Include an assessment of all land along the project route that will be 
disturbed for the project construction, and should identify all sites 
where soil and/or groundwater remediation may be necessary, 
pertaining to the several locations within the project area that 
contain known or suspected hazardous contamination. 


Section 4.9 provides an assessment of potential contamination along 
the Stoughton Alternative, to supplement information provided in 
the ENF for the Attleboro Alternative. 


(E-1.19) 
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Response: 


Siting of rail stations should be coordinated with local and regional 
authorities to maximize the potential for these stations to act as 
intermodal transportation stations. Include provision of access by 
pedestrians and bicycles, as well as coordination with bus services, 
commuter shuttles, etc. 


The MBTA will be working with area transportation providers to 
maximize and coordinate access to the stations. Additionally, each 
station will be provided with bicycle parking facilities to encourage 
the use bicycles by the passengers. 
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Letter E-2 
4 Pages | November 25, 1995 DE 
Attn. MEPA Unit, c/o Sec. Trudy Coxe, EOEA 
cc Andrew D. Breenan, Manager of Environmental Affairs, MBTA 


Lisa A. Standley, VHB 


Re: EOEA #10509, MBTA Rail Extension to Fall River/New Bedford 


Reply to 
Ric nee Darke cep oes. ss 


COALITION af : 
MASEACHUSEITS Environmental Review Committee 
= iS 


SEBEL AAO Bicycle Coalition of ASTRA ot 
pS 58 Jordan Ave. #1 RLUL 
Wakefield, MA 01880 KOV > + 1995 


Phone 617-491-RIDE Phone 617-224-0563 
MED 


As a member of the Environmental Review Committee of the Bicycle 
Coalition of Massachusetts (BCOM), I appreciate the opportunity to 
comment on this project. As a registered professional engineer, an 
affiliate of the American Society of Civil Engineer's Subcommittee on 
Human-Powered Transportation and doctoral candidate in Environmental 
Engineering at Northwestern University, I believe I am qualified to 
assess the potential environmental effects of this project, and to 
recommend preventive and mitigation measures. 


BICYCLE | 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


Despite the best efforts of engineers, any project which increases 
wenicle trips, miles travelled and paved area is likely to damage the 
Or Leama, air and water environments. Even if traffic congestion 
[ema kgaced, elevated emissions rates during "cold starts" and "hot 
soak" emissions will worsen air quality. Plus, there are dozens of 
other negative social, economic and environmental impacts from 
increased automobile travel which are off-site or indirect. Paving 
Over greenspace will reduce groundwater recharge potential, wildlife 
habitat, recreation potential, and aesthetic value. : 


Although stormwater control systems will lower discharges from 
impervious Bsurtaces, the predictions of stormwater runoff models such 
as TR-55 are likely to be accurate-only within 10-208. Thesrunort 
pollutant removal systems are always less than 100% effective at 
removing contaminants and improper maintenance (which is all too 
common) will impair performance. In any case, oil, grease, etc. will 
be discharged on roadways by vehicles traveling to and from the site, 
and will washed untreated into waterways. 


MEPA requires that "all practicable means and measures will be used 
to minimize damage to the environment". To truly " minimize damage 
to the environment", it is evident from the paragraphs above that 


pollution prevention is superior, in terms of both effectiveness and 
economy, tO pOollutiongtréatnenc. 


Therefore, I recommend that project practice pollution prevention. 
The best way to do so is to implement measures to minimize the amoun 
of paved surface, vehicle trips and miles travelled. FOrescb1s 
propvect, this ‘means Cactlitating bicycle, pedestcian are transit 
access to the train stations. The measures will also have the added 
benefits of reducing traffic congestion and increasing safety and 
convenience for pedestrians, bicyclists and transit users. 


A deta icievwusteote SbeCl bic recommendations LOEOWS. . I request that 
an analysis and evaluation of each recommendation be included in the 
Environmental Impact Report (if required) and in the Section 61 
findings issued by any State agencies. 


Specifically, the proponent should 


i) Provide or fund features on approach roads and on-sitemreia. 
facilitate bicycle and pedestrian travel (thereby replacing can 
trips), especially if modifications are needed anyway to 
accommodate increased traffic. As specified in publications by 
the Mass. Highway Dept., AASHTO and FHWA, these features include 


o intersections with convenient crosswalks, traffic signal 
actuators that detect bicyclists, and sufficient signal 
durations to allow bicycles and pedestrians to traverse them 

© bicycle-safe stormwater grates, recessed into the CUrLDy outside 
the travel area 

o pedestrian/bicycle overpasses over extremely wide and busy 
highways 

Oo sidewalks for pedestrians and paved shoulders (>= 6 ft), wide 
Outside lanes a( >= 26 t ty ssi Den oi cee ares. On approach roads, 
Cry aese Daina Lema Ul O Ged eee oa 

O convenient, ‘Safe and attraccive pathways for pedestrians and 
PLOveoless to Move: withing ciems lt er and eno Rear Vi CS tee 

Oo traffic calming measures in parking lots and access roads to 
Slow traffic and protect and support pedestrians. Such measures 
LOCLUAGwi Gite cur NOs radiiwd rounG corners, intersect van 
throttles (i. e., narrowing of the road and/or extensiteneeeerne 
Sidewalk part way into the road) and painted crosswalks raised 
above the road grade to the curb level, so the sidewalk - 
continues at the same level across the road (rather than a curb 


cut andvas ramp to the road) level); -- This clearly delineates the 
crosswalk and emphasizes that the pedestrian has the VIGO. 
[WANG Sel ieCmcesituLing sy: speeamuaD lean the roadway also reduces 


speeds, without the annoyance of the traditional speed bump. 
Oo buildings that are easily accessible to bicycles, pedestrians 
and transit users (i.e.,; small set back from the street). 


2) 


3) 


3) 


Provide secure and convenient bicycle parking. Bike rack(s) 
accommodating 1 bike for every 10 riders (2 bikes minimum) should 
be located near the train boarding area, visible from the street 
and from inside the building, and under building overhangs or 

E-2.1 


other cover. 


The rack(s) should.allow the convenient use of a U-shaped lock to 


lock both a wheel and frame to the rack. Among the types of 
racks which are acceptable are the continuous-curve or ribbon 
type, rings-on-a-pole and the inverted U. Old-style 
"school-yard" racks or other designs which support a bike below 
the center of gravity or by. a wheel are not acceptable because 
they facilitate wheel damage, are difficult to use, and provide 
inadequate protection against theft. TO ensure full use, the 
racks must be properly installed, particularly regarding access 
and clear space to maneuver a bike into and out of the rack. 


Up-graded parking facilities should be considered, including a 
shower/changing room and bicycle lockers or an inside storage 


room. 


Implement other transportation control measures (TCMs) which 
encourage alternatives to SOV (single-occupant vehicle). These 
features are especially effective and appropriate during peak 
season to reduce traffic congestion and parking requirements. 


The proponent should work with the local transit agency to 

[Peet cace transit access to the site. Transit schedules and E-2.2 
maps should be posted on the site conspicuously and extensively. 
Bus routes should be created or re-routed to provide immediate 
feeeeemeco tne buiijdings. The proponent should consider a shuttle 
bus service to popular nearby sites. Fore Use llave.Lers OOUnc saat 
all directions, safe, comfortable and convenient waiting area(s) 
fanmeoor, adjoining the buildings or as close as possible) should 

be provided. Ride sharing should be promoted by providing 

preferred parking and other promotions. 


Another effective measure of a program is on-site or near-by 
amenities (or shuttles to such amenities) which eliminate the 
MEMO LO Orive to other sites before, during or after the work 
day. Examples include a cafeteria, day-care center, convenience 
store, newsstand, drugstore, fitness center, mail/package 
delivery/shipping, dry cleaning pick-up, ATM (and direct deposit 
of paychecks), and barber/hair dresser. 


Replace surface parking lota with multi-level parking structures. 
More of the site could be devoted to greenspace, which would also 


improve groundwater recharge and reduce stormwater volume and 


pollution. Stacked parking facilitates compact develop and E 
eliminates the large set-back from the street and adjacent 2.3 
buildings caused by a surface lot, which makes the area more 


safe, convenient and attractive to bicyclists, transit “eerewana 
pedestrians. 


Any new train cars purchased for the project should Nave@uucy oles 
Carri agemcCapabaia eye =. 


6) 


¢)) SEN eR OLOseC Ee SiOu Lae Dp rOviiemo lec. SeLuV ICG. UO Ue mm cmw Bedford 
a_rcpOLtednoscOsLhe eb LOLOseOUmcas lO. | E92 


Individuals have a right to use alternative modes of transportation 
such as biking, walking and transit with the same protections, 
facilities and conveniences that are provided to automobile users. 
Furthermore, Using an alternative mode actually DeneLlits ame 
community through reducing tratlic congestion, adr *polluceemeane 
energy consumption. Therefore, engineers, planners, dévelopers=and 
regulators have the responsibility (and should have the desire!) to 
provide safe and comprehensive facilities for walkers, cyclists and 
transit users. To her credit, Secretary Coxe realizes thaw Theres 
a need to reduce dependency on the private automobile and everyone in 
the Commonwealth must share the responsibility for accomplishing this 
goal’. These recommendations will help accomplish that. 


Finally, let me point out that each recommendation is consistent with 
one Or more of the policies presented in "Accessing the FPutmece seene 
draft state-wide transportation plan developed by the Executive 
Office of Transportation and Construction. Therefore, al aaeeare 
agencies should insist that projects which they permit conform with 
the policies in this plan. The plan includes policies to 


o “incorporate transportation demand management strategies through 
the permitting and MEPA process, including thé use of Section 61 
ply ge ely phe oe 

o "incorporate bicyclist and pedestrian access and safety through the 
MEPA process, in site plans’ and designs for such facilitiemeees 
employment centers, shopping malls, schools and residential 
developments, and 

OF incorporate: site-speciiac mesionswcreactments ta encourage 
alternative mode usage, such as clustering of buildings, 
LNCOLDOLaCLON. Of CIranstLc-orlenred design features, sidewalk 
improvements; bicycle storage facilities, and provision jee 
shower/locker facilities". 


BCOM is eager to assist the proponent and local and state agencies in 
implementing the bicycle-related recommendations. Please transmit 
subsequent decisions and EIRs to me at the above Wakefield address. 


OLD CerLedves 


Kink R. Barrell 


Kirk Re Bat rectmeprofessiona | Engineer 
Environmental Review Committee, Bicycle Coalition of Massachusetts 


Letter E-2 


Bicycle Coalition of Massachusetts 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Issue: 


Response: 


Bike rack(s) accommodating 1 bike for every 10 riders (2 bikes 
minimum) should be located near the train boarding area, visible 
from the street and from inside the building, and under building 
overhangs or other cover. 


Bicycle racks will be provided at each of the proposed station 
locations to encourage bicycle access. BCOM’s comments will be 
considered in the placement of these racks. 


Issue: 


Response: 


The proponent should work with the local transit agency to facilitate 
transit access to the site. Transit schedules and maps should be 
posted on the site conspicuously and extensively. Bus routes should 
be created or re-routed to provide immediate access to the buildings. 
The proponent should consider a shuttle bus service to popular 
nearby sites. For bus travelers bound in all directions, safe, 
comfortable and convenient waiting area(s) (indoor, adjoining the 
buildings or as close as possible) should be provided. Ride sharing 
should be promoted by providing preferred parking and other 
promotions. 


The MBTA Operations Planning Department will be working in 
coordination with existing service providers in the area to provide 
optimal transit access to and from the proposed station sites. 
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Issue: 


Response: 


Replace surface parking lots with multi-level parking structures. 
Devote more of the site to greenspace, which would also improve 
groundwater recharge and reduce stormwater volume and 
pollution. 


The proposed commuter rail parking lots will provide optimal 
parking facilities while keeping in mind environmental sensitivities. 


9-77 Response to Comments 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


A parking structure is being proposed at the Fall River Station site. 
No other station site warrant the construction of a parking structure. 
Each station, where in an undeveloped area or where stormwater 
will discharge to a wetland, will be designed in conformance with 
the Massachusetts Stormwater Policy to protect surface and 
groundwater resources. 


Issue: 


Response: 


Any new train cars purchased for the project should have bicycle 
carriage capability. 


MBTA’s bicycle policies currently allow bicycles access on all 
commuter rail lines during off-peak and weekend trips. Any trains 
purchased for this service will be similarly bicycle accessible. 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The project should provide direct service to the New Bedford airport 
and to the proposed casino. 


The proposed service will have a station located near downtown 
New Bedford. A station site is not being proposed at the airport 
due to the track configuration: the airport and downtown New 
Bedford are not on the same track. Direct casino access in New 
Bedford is not feasible due to the configuration of the existing tracks, 
and no casino is currently proposed in New Bedford. 
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Letter E-3 Ly , 


SEMPCA 


Southeastern Massachusetts Private Carrier Association 


November 20, 1995: 


Secretary Trudy Coxe Hes oS 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 

100 Cambridge Street, Room 2000 se 
Boston, MA 02202 


RE: EOEA #10509 
Dear Secretary Coxe: 


The Southeastern Massachusetts Private Carrier Association (SEMPCA) 
appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the MBTA proposal 
Co restore commuter rail services to New Bedford, Fall River, and 
Taunton. < 


SEMPCA was formed as a non-profit association of all six private bus 
companies providing public transportation in southeastern 
Massachusetts. Our goal is to work cooperatively in improving and 
promoting public transportation in the region, and SEMPCA has 
qualifications and standing to comment on the project. SEMPCA 
principals have strong interest in fostering economic growth and 
development in the region. We have many years experience serving the 
commuters in this market, and are active in business, transportation, 
and community groups and issues. 


First and foremost, SEMPCA questions the consistency of the proposed 
project with past and present statewide and regional transportation 
planning efforts. The sudden priority and commitment to Spend over 
$230 million on facilities and equipment to start the service must be 
questioned when a clear and present need and justification has not 
been shown. The present bus service operated by American Eagle Motor 
Coach in the New Bedford area, Bonanza Bus Lines in the Fall River 
area, and Bloom Bus Lines in the Taunton area provides 2,000 one-way 
passenger trips on 90 bus departures early morning to late night 
every weekday to and from Boston. The services operate seven days a 
week, and our customers are satisfied and well-served. 


We are concerned with the nearly quarter-billion dollar capital 
Spending impact of this project on other transportation plans and 
projects. Significant vital projects benefiting the core MBTA system 
will likely be delayed or shelved as the MBTA Capital budget comes 
under more pressure. Many media outlets, the MBTA Advisory Board, the 
Association for Public Transportation as well as the Massachusetts 
Taxpayers Foundation (MTF) have reported and questioned the current 
Capital program expansion. The MTF reports that MBTA debt has doubled 
in the past six years. Annual state budget assistance for MBTA debt 
service continues to rise seemingly out of control at 'budget buster' 
levels. Many new current projects have not fully impacted the budget, 
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such as the Blue Line modernization, the Old Colony restoration, the 
South Boston transitway, or the first phase of the South Station bus 
terminal. We believe a careful review and evaluation of this project 
balanced with other planned projects should be undertaken. A capital 
funding crisis is likely, and we are concerned that other important 
projects could be impacted by the precarious capital situation, such 
as: 


e the Blue Line-Red Line connector 


e the Green Line cars and station modifications to meet ADA 
compliance 


e the North Station-South Station rail connection 


e the urban ring to tie together the spokes of the core city 
system - 


@ the Washington Street replacement service 


e the North Station transportation center and Green Line 
relocation 


@ the purchase of alternate-fuel buses 
e the restoration of Arborway service 


@e the completion of the second half of the South Station bus 
terminal. 


Many of these projects are at the heart of the central urban transit 
system, which complement and affect the interstate and intrastate 
ground and air transportation systems when viewed-.with a macro level, 
multi-modal perspective. All of these projects, at the core of the 
System and in the inner city, would have tremendous economic and 
transportation benefits for those who are most disadvantaged and 
transit dependent. 


Given the potential for future capital funding shortfalls, we : 
question the decision to proceed with the project, designed, built, 
and operated with only state funds. The decision to forego federal 
funding and promise no local assessments for annual costs impacts the 
review undertaken and inflates local support. If federal funds were 
used, the Federal Transit Administration would require a much more 
thorough and comprehensive 'Major Investment Study' (MIS) analysis, 
more carefully examining alternatives and the environmental and 
cost/benefits of a proposed project. Such a review and more carefully 
Studying alternatives must be done before a project can be included 
in local transportation plans. We would suggest a similar study, | 
including the financial constraint and ‘ability to pay' impacts, be E-3.” 
completed for the state funds before the project proceeds. 
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Most importantly, we question the decision to quickly dismiss the 
enhanced bus option and proceeding with the rail alternative as a E-3.2 
foregone conclusion. The bus option would provide far cheaper 
service, faster travel times to Boston, and much more frequent 

headways (every 15 minutes) than the train. The ENF document states 

the bus alternative was not considered because it did not meet the 
transportation and air quality goals for the region, however, these 
goals and objectives were not clearly outlined or explained. The May 
1995 feasibility study (pg. 95) concludes that the commuter bus 
alternative is the most cost-effective alternative, with the lowest 
annual cost, capital costs, and lowest operating costs per new 

transit passenger. The enhanced bus alternative would generate 89% of 
the ridership of the rail alternative, at only 12% of the cost. .The 
environmental benefits of reduced vehicle miles traveled and air 

quality improvement with the enhanced bus option was also Highve Oliva 
cost-benefit basis, the enhanced bus alternative would be much more 
efficient in generating environmental benefits< than any rail 

alternative. 


We have serious questions regarding the cost assumptions of the 
enhanced bus alternative. The present service by the three private 
Carriers is operated now with 21 coaches, with an average fleet age 
of approximately five years. The enhanced bus alternative schedule 
could be met with an additional 7-9 vehicles at a cost of $2.5-3.0 
Million. The feasibility study assigned a cost of $15.75 million for 
45 new vehicles, or overstated the equipment cost Dyeaaractorsore5s: 
We believe the operating cost for the bus option was also overstated, 
further tainting the analysis. Even with these inaccurate cost 
assumptions, the net cost per rider for the bus option was less than 
one-third the cost of the rail alternative. 


The cost-effectiveness of the rail service proposed with only a 20% 
farebox recovery, the addition of $60 million annual cost to the MBTA 
deficit, the potential shortage of capital funds for other projects, 
and the safety and environmental impacts of new right-of-way 
construction with 40 grade crossings all contribute to our critical 
view of the rail project. SEMPCA companies are family-owned 
businesses, and its' members are concerned with a large-scale project 
using tax dollars to adversely impact their business and employees. 
The train service will essentially put us out of the commuter Z 
business in New Bedford, Fall River, and Taunton as virtually all 
passengers will switch to subsidized train service. The public costs 
for compensating the economic damage caused to our members should be 
identified and included in the rail project budget, as there are 
avenues for protection in Federal and State law and precedent for 
this in other areas of the state where rail extensions have adversely 
impacted private enterprise. 
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SEMPCA has worked cooperatively with the state and MBTA on many 
projects beneficial to commuters utilizing private bus services. We 
had envisioned more creativity and different mode combinations to be 
studied as alternatives. The Southeastern Regional Planning and 
Economic Development District and others have suggested further study 
of an innovative multi-modal approach including trains and buses 
serving the same station facilities and developing common passenger 
ticketing. Such an approach could be an innovative model to be used 
throughout the commuter rail system, where express bus service could 
be much more cost-effective in off-peak times than the current train 


service. 


Again, we appreciate the opportunity to comment on the project. 
Please do not hesitate to contact us if we can answer any questions 
Orsprovice ClariLicavciOnsolecusse 


Sincerely, 


sist 


John L. Greene, President 
Southeastern Massachusetts Private Carrier Association 


cc: SEMPCA members 
American Eagle Motor Coach 
Bloom Bus Lines 
* Bonanza Bus Lines 
Carey's Bus Lines 
Interstate Coach 
Plymouth & Brockton St. Railway 


EOTC 
MBTA 
Joint Legislative Committee on Transportation - 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter E-3 


SEMPCA (Southeastern Massachusetts Private Carrier 


Association) 


Response: 


A study similar to an MIS, including the financial constraint and 
“ability to pay” impacts, should be completed for the state funds 
before the project proceeds. 


The major investment study (MIS) requirement was part of the 
federal project development process. Since the New Bedford/Fall 
River Commuter Rail project is utilizing only state funds, it is not 
subject to the requirements of the federal process. 


The MIS resulted from the policies promoted in the 1991 Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA). Under the joint 
planning guidelines issued by the Federal Transit Administration 
and the Federal Highway Administration in 1995, a MIS was to be 
used as the primary planning tool to develop a metropolitan region’s 
long range transportation plan. It was to address either area wide or 
corridor wide issues and identify a range of multimodal 
transportation solutions. The recently enacted Transportation Equity 
Act for the 21" Century (TEA-21) eliminates the requirement for a 
separate major investment study. The requirements of the MIS 
process have been incorporated into the federal environmental 
review process. 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should outline and explain why the ENF dismissed the 
enhanced bus option and proceeded with the rail alternative as a 
foregone conclusion. 


The Enhanced Bus Alternative was not selected as it did not provide 
the best balance of costs and benefits. Although this alternative had 
the lowest capital and operating costs, it had substantially lower 
ridership than either the Attleboro or Stoughton Alternatives, and 
provided for fewer air quality benefits due to the lower reduction in 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMTs). Chapter 3 of this DEIR summarizes 
the alternatives analysis. 
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Letter E-4 
Association for Public Transportation, Inc. REBEIVED 
oe Wetec Sit eae 750m tigi: ale ie 
oston, Massachusetts 02108 ‘NOV 1995 
(617) 482-0282 : WOW 27177 
MEPS 
Trudy Coxe, Secretary | OPE E EN 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs BLULIVLG 
100 Cambridge Street, 20th Floor NOV. > q09 
Boston, Massachusetts 02202 179; 
Subject: New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Project MEP E 


EOEA # 10509 


From: Barry Andelman, President of the Association for 
PuDLIC]TEAansportactton. 


ThesAssoo1ation) fomePublacwilrensportation (APT), is 4 
23-year-old non-profit organization that advocates for 
improvements to public transportation and promotes its use in 
the greater Boston area. APT in general supports the goal of 
rail passenger service extension. Yet, we feel that it is 
necessary to ask whether a particular project is an important 
priority for the Commonwealth's transportation plan, 
especially a multi-million dollar project, such as the 
proposed New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension. 


Budgets are limited. The introduction of new rail 
service has significant impact on both the T's capital and 
operating budgets thus on the level of service elsewhere in E-4 1 
the system. There needs to be a public examination of the 
impact of all new commuter services on the operating budget 
and on the level of service system-wide. 


We are particularly surprised at the conclusion reached 
in the ENF Vol. I, 2.3.5, regarding enhanced bus service. 
Paragraph four there reads: "Ridership is estimated to be 
relatively high, due to enhanced service, more convenient 
park and ride access, and travel time improvements resulting 
from HOV lane usage. Travel times are estimated to be 
substantially less than the Commuter Rail alternatives. 

Costs are also low, due to the lack of major capital costs - E-4.2 
for track/bridge/signals improvement." It seems to us that 

the above words should be enough reason to choose. the bus 

alternative, especially when coupled with the millions of 

dollars saved by choosing it. Additionally, the conclusion 

in paragraph 1, same item, that the three current bus 

Ccarriers' services will continue to be provided at 

competitive rates regardless of the commuter rail alternative 
suggested, seems disingenuous. 


A non-profit, tax-exempt corporation which promotes better public transportation in Greater Boston 
Publishers of Car-Free® in Boston 


Letter E-4 


MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Association for Public Transportation, Inc. 


Issue: 


Response: 


There needs to be a public examination of the impact of all new 
commuter services on the operating budget and on the level of 
service system-wide. 


The MBTA receives public input through the Joint Regional Transit 
Commission as well as from extensive public participation 
programming throughout its service area. 
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Issue: 


Response: 


It seems that the bus alternative should be preferred due to 
improved service and cost benefits over the commuter rail 
alternative as described in the ENF. 


The Enhanced Bus Alternative was not selected as it did not provide 
the best balance of costs and benefits. Although this alternative had 
the lowest capital and operating costs, it had substantially lower 
ridership than either the Attleboro or Stoughton Alternatives, and 
provided for fewer air quality benefits due to the lower reduction in 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMTs). Chapter 3 of this DEIR summarizes 
the alternatives analysis. 
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Letter E-5 


i =e 
November 9, 1995 NOY) al bebe 


Trudy Coxe, Secretary 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 200 

Boston, MA 02202 


Re: Project #10509.- Re-establishment of Commuter Rail 
Boston/Fall River/New Bedford 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


Please accept this letter in connection with the Environmental 
Notification Form (ENF) filed by the MBTA in connection with the 
re-establishment of commuter rail service from Boston to Fall 
River/New Bedford via Attleboro. 


The Portuguese-American Business Association, representing nearly 
three hundred business entities from Southeastern Massachusetts, 
strongly endorses the re-establishment of commuter rail service 
from Boston to Fall River/New Bedford via Attleboro. We see no 
adverse environmental impact on the re-establishment of commuter 
rail service and, in fact, believe that the re-establishment of 
commuter rail service will promote sound environmental policy as 
well as sound economic policy. We see no adverse impact upon 
land use, transportation, open space, recreation, or any other 
environmental concern or policy. We believe that the commuter 
tail service will improve air quality for the entire region as 
more commuters come to rely upon rail transportation rather than 
the use of the automobile and internal combustion engine. We also 
believe the stresses placed upon Routes 24, 128-93, and Routes 
Wil lgbesrelievedshyveetificisnturail le service. 


Dina Liv eel Des innortancenoteral lweerui canto the economic vitality 
to the Southeastern Massachusetts area cannot be over-emphasized 
given the need for area businesses as well as commuters to have 
reliable and efficient transportation. Thus, the commuter rail 
Willeese GV emma serAmeut tal aconomicn nasi e between Southeastern 
Massachusetts and the Boston Metro area. 


PORTUGUESE-AMERICAN BUSINESS ASSOCIAHMON ING 
201-205 South Main Street - Fall River, Massachusetts 02721 


oT. CME NNN! 23535) eee sy Ne a eee 


Trudy Coxe, Secretary 
November 9, 1995 
Page Two 


For all of the foregoing reasons, the Portuguese-American 
Business Association (PBA) wishes to have its position noted as 
being in complete support of the re-establishment of commuter 
rail service from Boston to Fall River/New Bedford via Attleboro. 


Thank you ~for the opportunity to comment on this vital issue to 
the entire Southeastern Massachusetts region. 


cc: Representative Robert Correia 
Representative Albert Herren 
Representative Edward Lambert 
Representative Joan Menard 
Honorable Peter Blute, Membér of Congress 
Honorable Barney Frank, Member of Congress 
Senator Mark Montigny 
Senator Thomas: Norton 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter E5 
Portuguese American Business Association, Inc. 


No response necessary. 
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Letter F-1 ) ie 


November 13, 1995 AECEIVEN 
Trudy Coxe (EOEA #10509) HOV 2° 1995 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs 

100 Cambridge St., Room 2000 M fy p A 
Boston, MA 02202 LB 


Dear Ms. Coxe: 


We would like to express our opposition to the MBTA's proposed New Bedford/Fall River 
line through Norton and Attleboro. We have reviewed the ENF to try to understand the 
reasoning behind the selection of the Attleboro alignment and have made the following 
observations. 


Train Traffic Where None Previously Existed 

The Environmental Notification Form states that one of the reasons that the Attleboro 
alignment was the preferred alternative is that the "Stoughton Alignment would introduce 
rail traffic into neighborhoods where trains are not currently operating and have not 
operated for more than 20 years" (ref: page A-2, Executive Summary). This proposed 
Stoughton alignment is in an abandoned railroad right-of-way. 


As stated in the ENF, the existing tracks in Norton currently handle only one Conrail 
freight train per day at 10 to 25 miles per hour. Since the new commuter rail service will 


result in 60 trains per day at much higher speeds, it certainly can be stated that these Norton 


neighborhoods have also not experienced the operation of trains for years. Also, the 


Attleboro bypass will be constructed in an area where no railroad right-of-way currently 
exists. Unlike the residents of Stoughton, these Norton/Attleboro residents have never 
experienced the operation of a train line near their homes. 


Outdated Mapping Included in the ENF 

The USGS map used as a base map to show the neighborhoods affected by the Attleboro 
bypass is not current and does not show all the neighborhoods and homes adjacent to the 
bypass. Village Way, a street off of North Worcester Street which runs west to the 
Attleboro line, and Cortland Estates, a development just west of Noyes Street, which also 
borders the proposed alignment, were not shown on any map. The USGS map included in 
the ENF should have been revised and updated to reflect current conditions (see attached 
copy of map). Were the homes in these two areas included in the considerations? ‘ 


Higher Stoughton Line Ridership 

Selection of the Stoughton line would result in higher ridership (as stated in the ENF) and 
would provided two additional stations (North Easton and Raynham) providing residences 
of these areas with more readily accessible train service. 


No Benefit to Area Residents 

Since there would be no additional stations in the Norton/Attleboro area, this alignment 
would provide absolutely no benefit to the residents in this area. Instead, the Attleboro 
Bypass and all the additional train traffic would adversely affect our neighborhoods. 


Future Increased Ridership from Rhode Island 

The ENF also made no mention of the potential for increased ridership from Rhode Island 
and its effect on the "good travel times" currently experienced and projected for the existing 
Attleboro line. Plans are being made in Rhode Island for extending Boston service to areas 


south of Providence. 


I can not stress enough how angry we are about the MBTA's selection of the Attleboro 
alignment! Although appointed officials and regulators such as youself, have overseen this 
decision, you must ultimately answer to our elected officials with whom the ultimate 
responsibility lies. We will vote accordingly! 


Sincerely, : 


URGE nee 


Joseph and Robin D'Alesio 
4A Village Way 
Norton, MA 02766 


Bran Cee 
Brian and Lisa Aleo 


13 J.F. Kennedy Drive 
Norton, MA 02766 - 


oe CCATS; Citizens Concerned About Tracks 
William Weld Governor 
Paul Cellucci, Lieut. Governor 
State Sen. William Keating © 
State Rep. Barbara Hyland 
Rep Thomas S Cahir, Chairman House Transport. Committee 
Sen. Robert Havern, Chairman Sen. Transport. Committee 
James Keriasiotes, Sec of Transportation 
Roland Hebert, Transport. Planning Director 
Patrick Moynihan, General Manager MBTA 
Andrew Brennan, MBTA 
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Letter F-1 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Joseph & Robin D’Alesio, Brian and Lisa Aleo 


Issue: 


Response: 


The USGS map used as a base map to show the neighborhoods 
affected by the Attleboro bypass is not current and does not show all 
the neighborhoods and homes adjacent to the bypass. This USGS 
map should be revised and updated to reflect current conditions. 
Were the homes in these two areas included in the considerations? 


The analysis of social and noise impacts along the Attleboro Bypass, 
presented in the ENF, was based on current aerial photography. All 
adjacent residences were taken into consideration. The figure cited 
in the comment letter shows the schematic alignment based on USGS 
maps. Figure 2.3-4 of this DEIR provides a more precise alignment 
of the bypass. 
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Issue: 


Response: 


There is no mention in the ENF of the potential for increased 
ridership from Rhode Island and its effect on the “good travel times” 
currently experienced and projected for the existing Attleboro line. 


The ridership projections conducted by CTPS for each of the 
proposed stations used a computer model to simulate usage at each 
station. Potential riders from Rhode Island were included in these 
projections. (See Appendix). 
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; Letter F-2 
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MEPA 


388 Gilbert Street 
Mansfield, MA 02048 


November 14, 1995 

10: Ms Trudy Coxe, 

‘Enclosed please find copy of my letter’ to the Fditor. As is evident fron 
this letter, I am adamantly opposed to the MBTA'S proposed Attleboro Bypass. 
It is incomprehensible that Sharon. Mansfield and Foxborough are not included 
in the Noise Impact Study of the ENF. It is inconprehensible that Sharon and 
Foxborough are not included in the Vibration Impact Asséssment. It is inconp- 
rehensible that the high-speed trains are not included in Mansfield's mention ae 


in the Vibration Impact Assessment future scenario. It makes the whole ENF, 


in ny mind and in the minds of many, many people, very suspect and invalid. 


os ada WMaennre Mack tp 
Pe (E0EA4/OSp 7) Marianne Macdonald 


Dear Editor, 
_Ca-coph-o-ny. (kKa-kof’a-ne)n. |. Disagreeable or discordant sound; dissonance. ; 
The MBTA is attempting to bring to residents of Mansfield, Norton and Attleboro 
a cacophony of train whistle blasts. The proposed Attleboro bypass would add 
an additional 60 trains per day. Residents of Sharon, Foxborough and Mansfield . 
already have 88 commuter trains daily, 18 Amtrak trains (the number to rise to 
Sd/day with the electrification plan), and now an ADDITIONAL 60 more trains. 
And what does the Environmental Notification Form (ENF) state will be the 
impact to Sharon, Foxborough and Mansfield? Nothing. Nothing because the 
effect of 60 additional trains on this section of the Northeast Corridor is not 
mentioned. It is not included in the Noise Impact Study- despite the fact that F-24 
West Mansfield will be treated to 480 (yes 480) whistle blasts A DAY- at least. 
That's because the train is required to give 2 long blasts, 1! short blast and 1 
long blast 1/4 mile before and after each grade crossing. And there are two 
proposed grade crossings right over the Mansfield border- one on Richardson 
Ave. and one on So. Worcester St.. Yet Mansfield is not listed in the Noise 
Inpact Study of the ENF. Sound barrier fencing you say? Not feasible says 
the MBTA- even for residents adjacent to the tracks. (Pg. 2 Vol. III ENF 
“noise barriers... would not be cost effective at the Richardson Ave. 
location...however building sound proofing would be considered.") And what 
does the ENF state concerning the vibrational effect of the 60 additional F-2.3 
trains to Sharon, Foxboro and Mansfield? Nothing. Nothing that is for Sharon 
and Foxboro. In Mansfield, at a site receptor on Otis Street near the Eln 
Street overpass, the MBTA found "vibration levels exceed the recommended 
levels." The MBTA states future train vibration levels will be lower than 
current levels. However, the study did not take into consideration ANY of the 
high-speed trains, nor did they rate the train occurrence as 'frequent' 
(defined as more than 70 trains/day) into the future scenario. (Pages 10 &12 
Vibration Impact Assessment). Obviously, this ENF is inadequate- a joke. The 
proposed Attleboro bypass- otherwise known as the Casino Express- is in a word 
ludicrous. The Middleboro alternative is cheaper (and we are talking tax 
dollars here), less of an environmental impact, safer (20 less grade crossings, 
no high speed trains sharing the route), quicker construction (service would be 
on existing tracks), reduction of noise in Middleboro (layover station would be F-2.4 
moved to Fall River/New Bedford- in an industrial zone). The Middleboro route 
also has a socioeconomic advantage rather than disadvantage. Instead of a 
cacophony of train whistle blasts let's hear a cacophony of protest to this 
Attleboro bypass. Write to your representatives and to the Secretary of 
Environmental Affairs— Trudy Coxe- today- before the November 27th deadline. ~— 
Mrs. Marianne Macdonald 
Gilbert street 
Mansfield 


Letter F-2 


Marianne Macdonald 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Issue: 


Response: 


Sharon, Mansfield and Foxborough are not included in the Noise 
Impact Study of the ENF. Sharon and Foxborough are not included 
in the Vibration Impact Assessment. High-speed trains are not 
included in Mansfield’s mention in the Vibration Impact Assessment 
future scenario. 


The ENF provided an analysis of the impacts and benefits of 
extending commuter rail service from Attleboro to Fall River and 
New Bedford. There would be no new noise or vibration impacts on 
existing commuter rail lines. 


Issue: 


Response: 


The noise effect of 60 additional trains on this section of the 
Northeast Corridor is not mentioned in the ENF regarding whistle 
blowing. 


See response above. While the number of trains whistles per day on 
the northeast corridor would increase if the Attleboro Alternative 
were selected, there would be no new noise or vibration impacts. 


Issue: 


Response: 


The vibrational effect of 60 additional trains is not mentioned in the 
ENF 


See response above. 


MAWATR\TE\0592 1\IDOCESIREPORTS\ 
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Issue: 


The Middleborough alternative is cheaper, has less of an 
environmental impact, safer, quicker construction, reduction of noise 
in Middleborough. The Middleborough route also has a 
socioeconomic advantage rather than disadvantage. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: Chapter 3 of this DEIR provides a comparative assessment of The 
Middleborough Alternative (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) was not selected due to longer travel times, 
lower ridership, capacity constraints, operational problems on the 
Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the restricted service to 
commuters. The operational analysis prepared for this project 
concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative could not 
support the additional New Bedford/Fall River level of service, due 
to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan. 
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Letter F-3 
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DR. IRVING A. FRADKIN 
OPTOMETRIST 

' 290 SOUTH MAIN STREET 

FALL RIVER, MASS. 02721 
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a ee 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 
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Letter F-3 
Dr. Irving A. Fradkin 
No response necessary. 
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Letter F-4 


Kim A. Norman 
11 Danielle Street 
Norton, MA 02766 7. ee; 


November 27, 1995 


Ms. Trudy Coxe 

Secretary of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 2000: 
Boston, MA 02116 


Dear Ms. Coxe, 


Attached please find my response to the MBTA’s Environmental 
Notification Form for the proposed New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail 
Project as filed in your office in early October 1995 (EOEA #10509). This letter is 


part of that response. 


A project which has clear environmental concerns associated with it but 
which does not have a clear public benefit deserves closer scrutiny and tougher 
evaluation. A primary stated justification for this project is to promote economic 
development for the cities and towns to which commuter rail service will be 
extended. However, these assumed benefits were never studied. Public 
transportation projects, especially rail projects, have a natural appeal for those 
receiving the new service. However, destruction of wildlife and vegetation 
resources which are protected by law should be limited to those projects which 
are shown to be beneficial and not merely appealing. I request that you require 
the MBTA to study the assumed economic benefits of this project, the socio- 
economic costs and benefits of all alternatives considered, and the environmental 
impacts of all alternatives considered before the project can proceed. A project of 
this scope demands the same careful scrutiny given to the Old Colony Rail 
Project, for which a thorough analysis of all alternatives was a requirement of 
the decision-making process, or for the proposed runway extension at the New 
Bedford airport, which was shown in a study prepared by U. Mass. Dartmouth 
to result in the creation of approximately 2,000 permanent jobs. 


~ 


The complex transportation needs of the people of southeastern 
Massachusetts must be a primary consideration. People in Fall River and New 
Bedford work not only in Boston but also in Providence, Rhode Island, and 
several other regional commercially developed areas. Currently they are served 
by several private bus companies. The MBTA focused only on the Boston 
commuters; as a result it has not been determined, as of now, how other users 
will be affected. It is likely that the proposed rail service will put the existing bus 
companies out of business. The MBTA did not even contact the bus companies 


F-4.1 


F-4.2 


pe en ee ne ee 


until September, 1995, regarding the project, so they could not have considered 
the information about existing bus ridership levels and destinations in 
developing their plans. For the Boston commuter this may not matter, but for the 
others, it will. For example, currently the bus companies pick up some workers 
in New Bedford and transport them to the Silver City Galleria in Taunton where 
those riders get off and Taunton-to-Boston riders get on. If the bus companies 
are eliminated, how will those workers get to work, and why was this issue not 
considered by the MBTA? The MBTA merely produced a draft feasibility study 
of extending rail service to Fall River and New Bedford. They did not then 


extend that to a study of the project and its effects on the area as should have 


been done. 


Much of the current debate about this project is centered on the choice of 
the route to be used, rather than on the objective of extending rail service to Fall 
River and New Bedford. However, Iam convinced that some of those arguing 
about the choice of a route would instead be arguing against the project as a 
whole if they were not concerned about the political repercussions which would 
result from such a stance. The Southeast Regional Planning and Economic 
Development District (GRPEDD) is a good example. SRPEDD’s opinion is valued 
by decision makers as one of an expert group: the planners who work most 
closely with affected areas. SRPEDD has stated repeatedly that they are in favor 
of bringing rail service to Fall River and New Bedford. However, not all 
SRPEDD members agree, nor was it always SRPEDD’s stated opinion that the 
project was a good one. SRPEDD is pressured to support the project, as their 
budget is funded directly by the cities and towns of the region. 


Scrutiny of public works projects is a mandate of law and policy. The law 
dictates which areas of environmental concern must be addressed before the 
destruction of natural resources is allowed. Governor Weld’s own strategic 


economic development plan, “Choosing to Compete: A Statewide Strategy for 


Job Creation and Economic Growth,” (May, 1993) describes the policy mandates 
for scrutiny of capital projects. The executive summary of the plan states: 


State capital planners must seek to identify those infrastructure investments with the 
greatest prospects for increasing permanent employment and improving 
competitiveness. 


~ 


This statement is amplified in Chapter Five, under “What State Government Can 
Do: Making Every Investment Dollar Count”: 


This investment must have the maximum possible economic impact, however. Each 
dollar of capital expenditure should achieve the greatest possible enhancement of the 
Commonwealth's competitive advantage and prospects for long-term permanent job 
growth. The Commonwealth’s infrastructure policy should give priority to those 
projects with the greatest impact on productivity and permanent job growth. 


The Governor’s own mandate of proven long-term benefits before funding has 
not been met for this project. 


If the goal of extending rail service to Fall River and New Bedford in 
order to promote economic development in southeastern Massachusetts is valid, 
then they will be able to stand up to such scrutiny. Then and only then should 
this project be allowed. 


V. AN 


Kim Norman 
peek § CéI7) 7AT= FOS 
Hume ($087 295 — §IS3 J ae 


cc: | Governor William Weld 
Lieutenant Governor Paul Cellucci 
Transportation Secretary James Keriasotes 
MBTA General Manager Patrick Moynihan 
Senator Robert A. Havern 
Senate Chair - Joint Transportation Committee 
Representative Thomas S. Cahir 
House Chair - Joint Transportation Committee 
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The reintroduction of rail service to the southern cities of Taunton, Fall River and 
New Bedford is currently scheduled to begin in the fall of 1997. The MBTA proposes to 
use a route which would travel down the existing Amtrak line to Attleboro and then 
across to Taunton and on to New Bedford or Fall River. This report responds to the 
proposed service, the process used to select the route, and the Environmental 
Notification Form contents. 


I will argue that the project has not been sufficiently studied or justified. I am 
not supporting any other route over the Attleboro Alignment, as all routes have their 
strengths and weaknesses. I will show that the MBTA has made statements about 
their selection of the Attleboro Alignment which are incorrect, unsubstantiated or 
apparent deceptions. Most importantly, I will demonstrate that the objective of this 
project, to foster economic development in southern Massachusetts, may not be 
achieved and that as a result the project itself should be further evaluated before 
proceeding. 


I do not believe that a thorough analysis of the project’s costs has been done, that 
all of the alternatives were considered in sufficient detail, or that sufficient time for 
public feedback was provided. I believe that the MBTA has set an overly aggressive 
timetable for completion of the project, including time allowed for study, which if left 
unchallenged will result in a poorly thought out project which the citizens of 
Massachusetts will have to live with for perpetuity. It is essential that the positive 
effects, if any, of this project on the southern Massachusetts cities and towns served be 
substantiated. . Governor Weld himself has called for this type of analysis for capital 
projects The proponents have presented no evidence that the project would foster 
economic growth in the service area. Any benefits should also be compared to those 
which could be achieved by investing the same amounts in other economic fi) 
development programs. The net dollar amount invested over the next thirty years 
would be on the order of $1.5 billion dollars by the MBTA’s own calculations.! 


This project has been widely acclaimed as a needed impetus for economic 
development of Fall River, New Bedford, and surrounding cities and towns. This 
region does need our help to stimulate economic growth. However, I do not believe 
that the commuter rail project will provide a significant contribution to this effort or be 


' Table 3 of this report shows the net and total annualized cost of the project by the MBTA’s 
assumptions. These figures indicate a total cost per year of approximately $60 million each year for the 
thirty year bond repayment period and a net cost of approximately $50 million during that same 
period. 
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an effective use of tax dollars to achieve the goal. By the MBTA’s own calculations, the 
two new rail lines created by this project will operate at an annual deficit of over $50 
million per year (including operating deficit and debt service). The annual deficit will 
drop after 30 years when the bonds are repaid, but the lines will still face an annual 
operating deficit because of projected low ridership. Even if ridership numbers are 
twice what the MBTA estimates, the annual deficit will still be in excess of $40 million. 


In May of 1993 Governor Weld presented Massachusetts’ strategic economic 
development plan, “Choosing to Compete: A Statewide Strategy for Job Creation and 
Economic Growth” (the Plan). The Executive Summary of the Plan describes the 
requirements for successful economic development in Massachusetts, one of these 
requirements is: 

Transportation and communications are fast and reliable. Building infrastructure 
for an efficient transportation system is a traditional role for government, although 
not all transportation infrastructure is publicly financed. State capital planners must 


seek to identify those infrastructure investments with the greatest prospects for 
increasing permanent employment and improving competitiveness. Infrastructure 


expenditures motivated primarily by a desire to create short-term construction jobs 
represent a highly inefficient use of public resources to assist the economy. Action 


Category 5 describes the state's existing infrastructure investment programs and the 
proposal for a new $500 million economic development capital program. 


[underlines added for emphasis] 


The first quote underlined above makes good intuitive sense: we should spend 
our money where it counts the most. Action Category 5 is a little more specific: 


WHAT STATE GOVERNMENT CAN DO 
Making Every Investment Dollar Count 


Despite the pressing demands of balancing a state budget in recessionary times, the 
Commonwealth is committed to making long-term investments in maintaining and 
improving its built environment. These investments are essential to improve the 
state's economic status, and, in turn, to improve the state's revenue base. This 


investment must have the maximum possible economic impact, however. Each 
dollar of capital expenditure should achieve the greatest possible enhancement of 
the Commonwealth's competitive advantage and prospects for long-term permanent 
job growth. The Commonwealth's infrastructure policy should give priority to those 
projects with the greatest impact on productivity and permanent job growth. 


Under “Performance Measures,” it further states that: 


Because infrastructure projects are easily identifiable, benchmarks are less 
important than simply noting whether the Commonwealth has delivered on its 
development promises. There are, however, a few useful measures of broad 
performance. 


Permanent Economic Impact. The Commonwealth should estimate the number of 
permanent jobs resulting from investments in capital projects. Benchmarks should be 
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established pertaining to the percentage of capital investment that goes to projects 
with long term economic development potential. 


Governor Weld’s Economic Development Capital Program, a component of the 
Plan, helps to measure the magnitude of the support needed for this project. The 
Program calls for a $500 million capital program, $100 million each year for five years. 
In contrast the proposed rail project will require state support of $50 million for thirty 
years for a total of $1,500 million. This project may look insignificant because the costs 
to construct the lines are small compared to many other capital projects undertaken by 
the state. The Governor’s legislation, House Number 5523, lists the amount as only 
$136 million. (The next line item in the legislation, $99.5 million for purchase or lease of 
equipment, would also appear to be, in part, related to the project.) In reality, the 
project will cost the amount discussed above, $50,000,000 each and every year for the 
next thirty years. 


On November 1, 1995, the Governor announced plans to eliminate waste at the 
MBTA and hoped to save $33 million annually by the effort?. He did not announce that 
he is, at the same time, seeking funding for a project which will cost the state’s 
taxpayers $50 million each year and which has no proven, or even thoroughly studied, 
benefits. 

The timetable the MBTA has set for this project is not in keeping with those used 
for other projects. For example, when the Old Colony Rail system was being evaluated, 
no decision was made about the final routes to propose until the draft environmental 
impact statements for all alternatives had been prepared and subjected to public 
comment. Indeed, the MBTA’s Feasibility Study for this project states the need for such 
study: 

However, it would be necessary to simulate the increased volume between Attleboro and Canton 


Junction to ensure the capacity exists for Fall River/New Bedford service, particularly considering 
Amtrak’s plan to implement high speed service along the Northeast Corridor.3 


A full analysis of the traffic impacts and benefits related to each alternative, including traffic issues 
at station sites, should be performed as part of the next phase of environmental analysis.4 


In this case, such study was not done. The decision to go with the Attleboro Alignment 
was made in July of 1995. 


>“The Government We Choose: Lean, Focused, Affordable - Governor Weld and Lieutenant Governor 
Celucci’s Plan for Downsizing Massachusetts Government” 


3 Feasibility Study page 51 
4 Feasibility Study page 78 
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The Feasibility Study presents ridership information to support the need for the 
project by comparing projected ridership to ridership on other MBTA commuter lines.° 
While projected ridership indeed looked similar to ridership levels on other lines, two 
essential factors were not addressed. 


e First, the project will introduce two new rail lines. Thus the projected ridership 


numbers should be divided by two before comparing to other routes.® Projected F—49 


ridership on the two lines will be well below the levels currently experienced on 
any other MBTA commuter rail line. 


¢ Secondly, the projected ridership numbers in the Feasibility Study include new 
riders from Mansfield and Sharon, existing stations on the South 
Attleboro/ Providence line. New riders from existing stations should be counted as 
well as new riders from new stations, but these two groups must be examined 
separately. The analysis is incomplete without also considering “new riders from 


new stations” (i.e. without the new Mansfield and Sharon riders) in comparison to F_4, 


the other alternatives studied. This is because new riders at the Sharon and 
Mansfield Stations could be gained by providing additional service on the existing 
South Attleboro/Providence line, which would have only equipment costs 
associated with it. 


When these factors are considered, the ridership comparisons differ greatly from those 
implied in the feasibility study and in the ENF.” 


Table 1, which follows, presents a summary of the projected ridership from 
Alternatives 4 and 5, by new line, both with and without the new riders from the 
existing stations. 


Table 2 compares projected ridership, by line, to the existing MBTA routes and to the 
ridership projections from the Old Colony Rail Project. 


* Feasibility study page 46. 


6 In fact the analysis should be more specific than simply dividing in two. Appendix A provides 
sufficient detail to breakout the projected ridership on the two proposed routes. This information is 
presented in table 1. 


” The Feasibility Study compared ridership between alternatives reviewed and existing commuter rail 
lines in fairly specific detail. The ENF dose not provide specific numbers for ridership but does 
include ridership differences between alternatives when discussing why the Allteboro alignment 
was chosen. On page A-2 and again on page 2-9 the ENF states “The Stoughton Alignment would 
have slightly higher ridership....”. It is interesting to note that the MBTA feels that having 35% 
more riders (by their analysis) qualifies for the use of the phrase “slightly higher’. 
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In addition to the ridership concerns, there are other commuter -related concerns 
for which the MBTA’s plan offers no coordinated approach. Most notable among these 
is the parking shortage at the Mansfield station. There is no mention in the Feasibility F_4g¢ 
Study of how the MBTA’s proposal would affect the negotiations currently underway 
with Mansfield to solve the parking problem there. 


There is also scant mention of the interaction between the proposed service and 
the existing service down the shoreline. If the proposed service is implemented, it will 
result in a tripling of service from Mansfield to Boston and a doubling of service from 
Sharon to Boston. The MBTA has not addressed the effects of pirating of riders from the 
existing lines to the new trains. And pirating would occur. At Mansfield every third 
train (Fall River trains) would be express from Mansfield to Back Bay Station, and of 
the remaining trains, half would be express to Boston after Sharon. With trains arriving 
approximately every 10 minutes at Mansfield there would be a great incentive to take 
an express and leave the current service. This is significant, as the extra passengers 
would, ata minimum, affect the number of coaches needed on each train.. Reliability of 
service on the existing line would also be affected, as more traffic means more delays 
and the project will approximately triple the traffic on the Providence/South Attleboro 
line. These types of interaction should be studied and its effects understood before 
proceeding. | 


F-4.7 


None of the studies mentions the effects of the proposed service on citizens who 
use the existing transportation system to get to places other than Boston. Implementing 
the Attleboro line would likely result in the elimination of much of the existing private F_q4g 
commuter bus service in the proposed service area. Tellingly, these bus lines were not 
contacted by the MBTA during the study period so it is not possible that the MBTA 
considered the effect of the proposed rail service on bus riders who now commute or 
ride to destinations which may not be serviced in the future. 
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for Altematives 4 and 5 


Alternative 4 


N.B. ERG 

Station via Sto. via Sto, Total 
Fall River 700 700 
Freetown 530 530 
New Bedford 780 780 
East Taunton 475 475 950° 
Taunton Center 285 285 570 
Raynham 220 220 440 
N. Easton 665 665 1330 
Mansfield 0 
Sharon 0 
N Lakeville 0 
Lakeville / Middleboro. lansibd —— ABs th 

TOTALS ehiWhsy vari ts} ck8@) 
Back out existing stations: 
Mansfield 
Sharon 
Net for new stations 5,300 


Source of Data: 


Table 1. 
Detailed Review of MBTA Ridership Forecasts 


Alternative 5 


N.B. 

via Atl 
670 
480 


Expanded Feasibility Study - Appendix A Table 1 


F.R. 
via Atl, 


715 
437 
275 


225 


Total 


November 27, 1995 


Difference Diff.as% Diff.as % 


Alt 4-altS C/AIt4 C/ARS 
Cc 
30 4.29% 4.48% 
50 9.43% 10.42% 
65 8.33% 9.09% 
75 7.89% 8.57% 
20 3.51% 3.64% 
440 100.00% 
1,330 100.00% 
(450) -100.00% 
(200) -100.00% 
0 
1,360 25.66% 34.52% 
2010 37.92% 61.09% 


Common stations each allocated 50% of total, Sharon goes to NB trains as FR trains would not stop there. 
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Table 2 


Comparison of Ridership on Proposed Lines 
To ridership on Other Lines 


Weekday Trains per Ridership Ridership 

Proposed Boardings Increase Projected day per train per train 
/ Existing Rail Line Sep-93 factor to 2010 one way Sep-93 2010 
Existing Providence/Attleboro + 9,313 10% 10,244 16 582 640 
Existing Stoughton Branch 1,493 | 10% 1,642 15 100 109 
Existing Franklin 6,534 10% 7,187 19 344 378 
Existing Needham 3,423 10% 3,765 17 201 221 
Existing Framingham 4,614 10% 5075 17 271 299 
Existing Fitchburg 3,324 10% 3,656 16 208 229 
Existing Lowell 3,737 10% 4,111 22 170 187 
Existing Haverhill 3,320 10% 3,652 22 151 166 
Existing Rockport/Ipswich S110 10% 5,627 32 160 176 
Projected Middleboro Year 2000!! 4,696 16 Wa 294 
Projected Plymouth Year 2000!! 2,981 16 Wa 186 
Projected Greenbush Year 2000!! 3/350 16 n/a 209 
Proposed NB via Stoughton Wa 2,875 16 Wa 180 

FR via Stoughton 2,425 16 na 152 
Including Mansfield and Sharon 
Proposed NB via Attleboro n/a 2,288 16 n/a 143 

FR via Attleboro 1,652 16 n/a 103 
Excluding Mansfield and Sharon 
Proposed NB via Attleboro Wa 1,863 16 na 116 

FR via Attleboro 1,427 16 n/a 89 

Sources 
Ridership 


Existing Ridership is from Expanded Feasibility Study page 46 
Projected Ridership is from Exhibit 16 (p37) of the Old Colony... Methods and Results Report: 

Service and Patronage Impact assesment December 1989 & Consolidated Capital Cost Report Oct 89 
Proposed Ridership from Ridership Table 1 


Inflation 
Escalation factor is less than percentages used by MBTA for Sharon and Mansfield 


Number of Trains 


Existing is from Current train schedules 2 
Proposed is from Expanded Feasibility Study Page 86 Table 10 
Projected is assumed for conservativeness. 
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The Environmental Notification Form describes several reasons for selecting the 
Attleboro alignment. Listed first among these is the lower cost of construction. 


The Stoughton Alignment would have slightly higher ridership, but would be more expensive to 

construct and would take the longest time to implement, as it would use an abandoned right-of - 

way. 
The implication here is that the relationship between ridership and construction cost is 
a reason to choose the Attleboro Alignment’. The MBTA is fully aware that this 
comparison is not a basis for making a decision between the routes. Construction cost is 
only one component of the total cost. It has been argued that the Stoughton alternative 
costs “about $100 million more” than the Attleboro Alternative, but this reasoning is 
specious. ? 


< 


The MBTA has analyzed the annual combined costs of the various alternatives. 
That information is summarized in Table 3 with references to its sources. This table 
indicates almost no difference in the net annualized costs for the Stoughton and 
Attleboro Alignments. In fact, when you factor in the likely construction of the North 
Easton extension of the Stoughton line in addition to the proposed route the alternative 
chosen is the one that costs the most...approximately $1.8 billion over the next thirty 
years. 


*Though they describe the difference in ridership as slight, by their own analysis it is 35% greater on the 
Stoughton line 


this comment is found repeatedly in the ENF especially Vol. II, it was also stated as a reason for not 
choosing the Stoughton Route by Transportation Secretary Keriasotes when he spoke to the Joint 
Transportation Comnuittee at the November 2, 1995 public hearing on the Transportation Bond Bill 
and it was also stated by Senator Montigny at the JTPG meeting on October 18, 1995 in Taunton. 


F-4. 


’ New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Project - Response November 27, 1995 
Kim Norman, 11 Danielle St. Norton MA 


Table 3 


Annual and Annualized Costs 


in millions except ridership and net cost per rider 


Total Net Net 
Alt Operating Equipment Capital Annualized Annualized Cost per 
No. Description Cost Cost Cost Cost Revenue Cost Ridership _— Rider 
1 Fall River via Middleborough $8.50 $0.80 $6.20 $15.50 $4.40 $11.10 1,855 $5,984 
1A Fall River via Middleborough $8.60 $0.80 $6.00 $15.40 $2.40 $13.00 835 $15,569 
with reverse move at Lakeville 
2 New Bedford via Middleborough $9.70 © $0.80 $6.80 $17.30 $3.90 $13.40 1,070 $12,523 
2A New Bedford via Middleborough $9.80 - $0.80 $6.50 $17.10 $1.90 $15.20 1,215 $12,510 
with reverse move at Lakeville 
3 North Easton via Stoughton Branch $0.90 $0.80 $1.30 $3.00 $1.70 $1.30 950 $1,368 
4 Fall River/New Bedford via Stoughton $39.20 $6.40 $19.80 $65.40 $11.80 $53.60 5300 $10,113 
5 Fall River/New Bedford via Attleboro $42.80 $6.40 $12.50 $61.70 $9.20 $52.50 3,940 $13,325 
6 Commuter Bus $9.30 $1.30 $0.50 $11.10 $4.60 $6.50 
3+5 North Easton via Stoughton Branch $43.70 $7.20 $13.80 $64.70 $10.90 $53.80 4,890 $11,002 
and Fall River/New Bedford via Attleboro 
Sources: 2 


Cost numbers from Table 12, page 88 of the Expanded Feasibility Study 
Ridership numbers from Table 4, page 45 of the Expanded Feasibility Study 


Interest Rate Used 


The MBTA states that it used an interest rate of 8% in calculating the annualized cost of 
Capital and Equipment.!° This appears to differ with the figures provided in Table 12, page 88 of 
the Feasibility Study. I have recalculated the annualized cost numbers and believe they were 
calculated at 7%. Furthermore, this section of the Feasibility Study should have been subjected to 
some form of sensitivity analysis for interest rates. Because of the higher capital costs on the 
Stoughton alignment vs. the Attleboro alignment, interest rate sensitivity could easily shift the 
ranking of their annualized costs. No support was provided for the use of an 8% or 7% rate. The 
State Treasurer’s office indicates that a rate of 6 to 6.5% is reasonable to expect for thirty-year 
general obligation bonds issued by the state at this time. In August the State issued $200 million 
in twenty-year general obligation bonds and received a rate of less than 6%. 


Operating Costs 
Whereas the MBTA did include inflationary factors in determining Total Operating Costs 


for Rail Alternatives, they did not include any inflationary adjustment for fares when determining 


Net Annual Operating Costs. They justified this by stating that there is no historic basis for 
predicting fare increases where there are historic inflationary trends which can be expected to 
affect costs. The effect, however, is to penalize the Attleboro Alignment in the comparison because 
of lower ridership on this alternative. 


'° Feasibility Study page 88. 
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The capital, equipment and operating costs addressed in the Feasibility Study 
are, of course, not the only costs of a project like this. Additional costs will be incurred 
indirectly by the citizens who will come in contact with the project once completed and 
even before. These are addressed in the ENF under the section(s) titled Impacts and 
Mitigation - Socioeconomic. . 


One concern of individuals who live near the proposed rail lines is the impact of 
the project on property values. Likewise cities and towns are concerned about the 
effects on their tax base due to shifts in property values. The MBTA sums up their 
concern with this matter in a very carefully worded paragraph in the ENF where they 
state: 


While it is possible that commuter rail operations may result in some decreases in property 
values for residences directly adjacent to the track or grade crossings, investigations conducted 
by the MBTA as part of the environmental impact studies for the Old Colony Rail system did not 
reveal any evidence that operating commuter rail services had an adverse effect on property 
values near the right of way." 


A look at the extent of these “investigations” helps us understand why no evidence was 
revealed. The following paragraph comes from the earlier report mentioned above: 


When asked to place a dollar value on how commuter rail would affect housing prices, most 
southern Massachusetts developers and Realtors were not willing to offeran estimate. But they 
agree that the price of homes located within a short distance of a commuter rail station would 
increase . One developer speculated that the price of homes within walking distance of a commuter 
rail station would increase by as much as $10,000.?2 


Such an informal opinion survey can hardly be considered a scientific analysis of effects 
on property values. 


The MBTA is mindful of the need to keep costs down as are the legislators who 
will be asked to fund the project. However those costs will be shared amongst the 
state’s taxpayer base and will be incurred over an extended period of time. On the 
other hand, a change in property values is directed at a much smaller number of 
citizens who may experience large shifts in property values which they cannot afford. 
Towns too may see a reduction in tax base. The MBTA has yet to study these issues. 


'' ENF page A-22 


'2 Page V-3 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement/Report, Old Colony Railroad rehabilitation 
Project from Boston to Lakeville, Plymouth and Scituate Massachusetts, Volume I, March 1992 
prepared by the U.S. Department of Transportation, Urban Mass transit Administration and the 

Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority 
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It is imperative that such a comprehensive analysis of the socioeconomic impacts 
of each alternative for providing rail service to New Bedford and Fall River be 
required before any decision is made. Seek t- 


A telling instance of the inadequacy of study of socioeconomic impacts from this 
project is the Environmental Notification Form’s claim that: 


No residences or business will be displaced as a result of the new track. [Attleboro bypass - ed.] 
Because the new track will be placed along an existing utility right of way, no existing 
neighborhoods will be bisected by the new track.!3 


While this statement is consistent with the route of the proposed Attleboro by-pass as 
shown in the Feasibility Study," it is not consistent with the location shown in the 
ENF.*° The map in the ENF indicates that some homes or business will have to be taken 
and that the neighborhood will be bisected. 


'S ENF page A-26 
'“ Feasibility Study - last page - map 
'S ENF Maps Sheet | of 8 near the beginning of Volume 1. 
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Letter F-4 
Kim Norman 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Issue: 


Response: 


The MBTA should be required to study the assumed economic 
benefits of this project, the socioeconomic costs and benefits of all 
alternatives considered as well as the environmental impacts of all 
alternatives considered before project proceeds. 


Socioeconomic benefits as well as environmental impacts are both 
factors in the evaluation of a proposed rail extension. 


Issue: 


Response: 


The transportation needs of southeastern Massachusetts must be a 
primary consideration. Residents in Fall River and New Bedford 
also work in Providence, Rhode Island, and several other regional 
commercially developed areas. If the bus companies are eliminated, 
how will those commuters get to work and why was this issue not 
considered by the MBTA? 


The development of this commuter rail line will aid in the economic 
development of southeastern Massachusetts not only by improving 
regional access to the residents of southeastern Massachusetts but 
also by improving accessibility to southeastern Massachusetts for 
residents in other locations. Bus services in this area may now be 
focused on local circulation. 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The DEIR should present evidence that the project would foster 
economic growth in the service area. Benefits should be compared to 
those which could be achieved by investing the same amounts in 
other economic development programs. 


The economic benefits of public transportation are documented to be 
substantially higher as compared with investment in highways and 
roads. Rising home values is one of the ways in which this activity 
can be measured. | 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-4.4) 
Issue: 
Response: 
(F-4.5) 
Issue: 
Response: 
(F-4.6) 
Issue: 
Response: 
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Because the project proposes to introduce two new rail lines, 
projected ridership numbers should be divided by two before 
comparing to other routes. Projected ridership on the two lines will 
be well below the levels currently experienced on any other MBTA 
commuter rail line. 


The ridership figures for Fall River and New Bedford have been 
represented as one route as they share the majority of the same track. 
This is similar to other MBTA commuter rail services. 


New riders from existing stations should be counted as well as new 
riders from new stations, but these two groups must be examined 
separately. The analysis is incomplete without also considering 
“new riders from new stations” (i.e., without the new Mansfield and 
Sharon riders) in comparison to the other alternatives studies. This 
is because new riders at the Sharon and Mansfield Stations could be 
gained by providing additional service on the existing South 
Attleboro/Providence line, which would have only equipment costs 
associated with it. 


This assumption implies that demand would be great enough at 
existing stations to warrant the addition of service without the 
extension. It is the culmination of ridership along the entire line that 
justifies the new service. 


There is a parking shortage at the Mansfield station which is not 
discussed in the MBTA’s plan. 


MBTA is currently in the process of expanding the Mansfield 
commuter rail parking to accommodate excess parking demand. 


Response to Comments 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Issue: 


Response: 


The MBTA has not addressed the effect of pirating of riders from the 
existing lines to the new trains. This is significant as the extra 
passengers would, at a minimum, affect the number of coaches 
needed on each train. Reliability of service on the existing line 
would also be affected, as more traffic means more delays and the 
project will approximately triple the traffic on the 
Providence/Attleboro line. These types of interactions should be 
studied and the effects understood. 


The MBTA recognizes that building this extension would improve 
convenience for some customers who are currently driving to other 
existing stations. These passengers and this impact have been 
factored into the ridership numbers. Also, the addition of traffic 
onto an existing line and the resulting capacity constraints have been 
included as a part of the alternatives analysis. 


Issue: 


Response: 


The effects of the proposed service on citizens who use the existing 
transportation system to get to places other than Boston are not 
mentioned in the ENF. 


Analysis of commuters in this area indicate that some passengers 
currently using the existing system will find the new service more 
convenient than the existing service. This was taken into 
consideration in the ridership estimates. 


MAWATRITE\05921\DOCES\REPORTS\ 


DEIR\CH9-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


Issue: 


Response: 


The combined cost analyzed by the MBTA, which is summarized in 
the following table, indicates almost no difference in the net 
annualized cost for the Stoughton and Attleboro Alignments. In fact, 
when you factor in the likely construction of the North Easton 
extension of the Stoughton line in addition to the proposed route, the 
alternative chosen costs the most. 


Chapter 3 identifies the cost for the Attleboro, Stoughton and 
Middleborough Line alternatives. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-4.10) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The MBTA states that it used an interest rate of 8% in calculating the 
annualized cost of Capital and Equipment. This appears to differ 
with the figures provided in Table 12, page 88 of the Feasibility 
Study. No support was provided for the use of an 8% or 7%. 


The purpose of the discount is to convert a future known cost to 
annual cost over the expected life of the asset. Capital investments 
are usually amortized over a 25 to 30 year life span. When this 
financial analysis was originally completed in 1995, the use of a 7 to 
8 percent discount rate was appropriate based on the economic 
conditions. 


(F-4.11) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The MBTA did not include any inflationary adjustment for fares 
when determining Net Annual Operating Costs. The effect 
penalizes the Attleboro Alignment in the comparison because of 
lower ridership on this alternative. 


Rate increases can not be anticipated because the MBTA has not 
raised its fares for many years. This cost was not included in any of 
the three alternatives. 


(F-4.12) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


An analysis of the socioeconomic impacts of each alternative for 
providing rail service to New Bedford and Fall River should be 
required before any decision on a preferred alternative is made. 


Socioeconomic factors are compared for the Stoughton and Attleboro 
alternatives. (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-5 
Richard & Erin Rose 


Issue: The North End of Fall River has become heavily populated and there 
is concern about safety. 


Response: The MBTA will use safety protective measures similar to those used 
on it’s other commuter rail lines in developed residential areas. The 
Fall River line will operate on an existing track currently used for 
freight. These are no at-grade crossings along this segment of the 
line. The tracks will be fenced to prohibit pedestrians from gaining 
access to the tracks. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-6 
Carol OConnell 


Response: 


The noise, vibrations and diminishing property values of properties 
are an invasion to the north end. 


The ENF addressed and identified noise and vibration impacts along 
the Fall River line. The MBTA will provide mitigation for these 
impacts, to the extent feasible. However, the improvement of the 
railbed, and use of continuous welded rail is anticipated to decrease 
noise and vibration in comparison to the existing freight trains. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-7 
William Reed 


Response: 


Response: 


The Feasibility study does not reflect bottom line economics. 
Address the cost of subsidizing new riders via the Attleboro 
Middleborough lines through this project. 


The subsidy per new rider is not significantly different than other 
commuter rail services that the MBTA provides. 


With a capital outlay of $90,000 per new rider attracted to Boston, 
such capital invested in plant and equipment in Fall River and New 
Bedford would stimulate their economy, so why ride 2 hours a day? 


The infrastructure investment should leverage additional funds from 
the private sector to invest in businesses in the effected communities. 
Additionally the development of new plants and equipment would 
not address the issue of air quality. The development of this railroad 
will improve southeastern Massachusetts’ regional competitiveness 
and provide long term public infrastructure. 
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Letter F-8 


SAVINGS BANK 


November 15, 1995 


atwel arn 

NORE Ce 
Ms. Trudy Cox, Secretary any o 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs ES eee ca 
100 Cambridge Street, Room #200 ie 
Boston, MA 02202 WED 1 
Re me ROUEG 11 O509 . 
Dear Ms. Cox: 


It has been over thirty years since the communities of Greater Fall River have 
been afforded the opportunity of commuter rail travel to the City of Boston. It is 
no understatement that much has changed in that period. Yet, many of the 
concerns of thirty years ago have not changed. 


The opportunity of rail service from Fall River to Boston is not just one of 
convenience, but rather it is seen as an efficient and environmentally sound method 
of establishing rail travel to southeastern Massachusetts and perhaps beyond. The 
necessity for change is marked well in those issues of efficiency and the environ- 
ment. . 


In July 1995, Governor Weld made the commitment to the City of Fall River 
that commuter rail travel to Boston would be a reality. | have meet with and dis- 
cussed this project with the MBTA. | want to gO On record as supporting the 
project identified as #10509 as outlined by the MBTA and wish that you give this 
matter your immediate consideration. 


Very trul 


Nicholas M. Chrigt | 
Senior Vice President and Treasurer 


NMC/eba 


CC: Kenneth Fiola 
Office of Economic Development 


4 South Main Street, Fall River, Massachusetts 02721, Tel. (508)678-7 


erst snsecssnemtnnttenineicnsettsespmeenseeeee-werteceneee 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-8 
Citizens-Union Savings Bank 


No response necessary. 
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Riek hte eee Letter F-9 


v KYA 
SPATCHER LAW OFFICES 
GEORGE |. SPATCHER, JR. 172 PIKE AVENUE 
ATTORNEY AT LAW POST OFFICE BOX 2348 
ATTLEBORO, MA 02703-0040 
DEBORAH A. SPATCHER 
LEGAL ASSISTANT TEL: 508-222-9166 
FAX: 508-222-0336 


November 20, 1995 


Tmidy Coxe, Secretary 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street 

Room 2000 

Boston, MA 02202 


TRANSMITTAL: FAX 617-727-2754 (1598) cc ie 
FIRST CLASS MAII. | ns | 


Re: MBTA New Bedford/Fall River 
Commuter Rail Project AVG 
File No. 95-RE-105 is 


Dear Ms. Coxe: 


Please be advised that I represent the interests of the Spatcher family, which owns a 
substantial portion of the land that would be directly impacted by the proposed Attleboro 
Bypass. However our greater concern is the impact upon the entire region, including 
Attleboro, Norton, Taunton and the surrounding communities. My comments on bchalf of 
my clients regarding the MBTA's Environmental Notification Form (ENF) are as follow: 


Le Attleboro Bypass 


While I realize that the MBTA already intends (o prepare and file an Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) on the Attleboro Bypass because it involves a new right of way 
which does significantly impact the environment, and that there shall be a subsequent 
Opportunity to review and comment upon the EIR, I shall offer some comments on 


the Bypass at this time. 


The MBTA's proposed right of way, although it has not been fully designed and 
engineered and is really only in its conceptual stage, is tentatively planned to cross 
the existing New England Power Company utility easement in only the following 
three (3) places: Attleboro Shore Line, Pleasant Street (Rt. 123) and Attleboro 
Secondary Line. The actual Bypass is proposed to be mostly along the westerly side 
of the powerline easement, and therefore would have an even greater environmental 
impact than if it were entirely within the existing powerline easement, as Previguey 


conceived. 
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Most of the land area proposed for the Bypass is presently used for agricultural 
purposes or as open space, and some of it would have potential for residential and 
commercial development. Additional agricultural use of some of the Spatcher land 
is being considered and includes cranberry bogs and other crops that would be 
irrigated from wells and ponds to be developed. Land that is not suitable for 
agriculture or development would be maintained as open space to support the 
environment, including wetlands, vegetation and wildlife. 


The potential environmental damage that a proposed railroad Bypass could cause to 
this land would have a severe, adverse and permanent impact upon its use, condition, 
access and value. The MBTA has other available alternatives that would mininuze 
the environmental impact and significantly reduce the cost and time required for 
construction by eliminating the proposed but unnecessary Bypass. 


Nortop and Taunton 


The proposed Attleboro route from Taunton Center west would involve twenty (20) 
grade crossings, fifteen (15) of which are located in Downtown Taunton. With up 
to sixty (60) trains per day traveling up to 79 mph projected by the MBTA for the 
year 2000, these grade crossings would create a nightmare for traffic control and 
public safety. After the recent tragedy in Fox River Grove, Illinois involving a school 
bus and a commuter train we al] should be working together to eliminate grade 
crossings, which have always been problematic and have seen their share of accidents 
and fatalities in Southeastern Massachusetts. Based upon public safety alone the 
Attleboro route is flawed from Taunton Center west to the Attleboro Shore Line. 


Middleboro Old Colony 
The Middleboro Old Colony Line could be connected directly to the New 


Bedford/Fal) River rail line at Cotley Junction in East Taunton through existing 
track in Lakeville. This connection is already in place, utilizes existing rights of way 
and does not require any additional land takings. The Old Colony Line between 
Middleboro and Braintree is presently being upgraded for commuter rail service, 
which is projected to commence in 1996. Combining the New Bedford/Fall River 
and Middleboro/Braintree commuter rail systems would significantly reduce .the 
environmental impact upon the entire Southeastern Massachusetts region because of 


the following reasons: 
a. The Attleboro Bypass, as discussed previously herein, would be unnecessary 


and eliminated. 

b. The Middleboro Layover Facility, planned to service the Middleboro Old 
Colony Line, would be unnecessary and eliminated because the layover 
facilities planned for New Bedford and Fall River would service the combined 
commuter rail project. 
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Re: MBTA New Bedford/Fall River 
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C; The combination of commuter trains for New Bedford/Fall River and 
Middleboro/Braintree would reduce the total number of daily train trips, 
reduce the travel time for each trip and reduce the number of operating train 
sets. 

Bus Service 


The continuation and expansion of express bus service from New Bedford, Fall River, 
Taunton, Middleboro, Brockton and Braintree to Boston would further reduce the 
demands upon the commuter rails and lessen the impact upon the environment. 
Particularly with the new HOV Janes on the Southeast Expressway this would offer 
the commuter an attractive travel time alternative. Based upon capital cost, 
equipment cost and operating cost, buses are the most efficient means of transporting 


commuters. 


Entire Project 
A project of this magnitude should be required to prepare and file an EIR, and not 


merely an ENF, on all aspects of it including existing rail lines as well as proposed 
rights of way. With some portions of the existing tracks currently being used only 
infrequently for very limited freight service, the MBTA's projection of sixty (60) 
trains per day would amount to a significant environmental impact almost equivalent 
to no trains vs. continuous trains. In addition to the proposed frequency of passenger 
trains J am sure that the same route would be utilized for more freight trains as well. 
Therefore all environmental factors for the entire project must be analyzed in much 
greater detail and objectively. The MBTA's ENF is not really an objective analysis 
of environmental impact, but is rather a statement of their interpretation of the 
environmental impact in support of their commuter rail project. Enclosed is a copy 
of my letter of November 20 which states the advantages of the Middleboro route 
for this project when compared to other available alternatives. 


Ee o ™ 
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Please advise me if you have any questions or comments. Thank you for your attention and 
cooperation. 


Sincerely, 
SPATCHER LAW OFFICES 


George I. Spatcher, K. 


Attorney at Law 
GIS:dlb ; 


cc: William F. Weld, Governor 

A. Paul Cellucci, Lieutenant Governor 

James J. Kerasiotes, Secretary of Transportation and Chairman of MBTA Board of 
Directors 

Patrick J. Moynihan, MBTA General Manager 

Andrew D. Brennan, MBTA Manager of Environmental Affairs 

Robert Eagan, MBTA Project Manager 

Alan Austin, MBTA Senior Project Coordinator 

Thomas S. Cahir, State Representative; Chairman of the Committee on 
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November 20, 1995 


Thomas S. Cahir, Chairman 
Committee on Transportation 
State Representative 

State House, Room 445 
Boston, MA 02133-1054 


Re: MBTA New Bedford/Fall River 
Commuter Rail Project : 
File No. 95-RE-105 


Dear Mr. Cahir: 


Confinming my appearance at the Transportation Committee's hearing in Attleboro, MA on 
November 16 regarding the above-referenced matter please be advised that I represent the 
interests of the Spatcher family, which owns a substantial portion of the land that would be 
directly impacted by the proposed Attleboro bypass. However our vreater concern is the 
impact upon the entire region, including Attleboro, Norton, Taunton and the surrounding 
communities. Consequently I shall reiterate and expand upon my statement at the hearing, 
which concentrated on the advantages of the Middleboro route, of which there are several: 


i. CONSTRUCTION COST 


The New Bedford/Fall River rail line in East Taunton could be connected directly 
to the Old Colony rail line in Middleboro through existing track in Lakeville. This 
connection would utilize existing rights of way and would not require any additional 
land takings. The Old Colony rail line between Middleboro and Braintree is 
presently being upgraded for commuter rail service, which is projected to commence 
in 1996. Therefore the construction cost for the Middleboro route should be 
significantly less than any other available alternative. 


2. CONSTRUCTION TIME 


Because the Middleboro route would utilize existing rights of way and would not 
require any additional] land takings, the New Bedford/Fall River commuter rail 
project could be completed in significantly less construction time than any other 
available alternative. : 


POST OFFICE BOX 2348 
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EQUIPMENT AND OPERATING COST 


According to current information published by the MBTA in its feasibility study, the 
equipment and operating cost for the Middleboro route is significantly less than any 
other available alternative. Therefore the combination of the Middleboro Old 
Colony line and New Bedford/Fall River line would be economically advantageous 
for the continuing operations of the MBTA commuter rail system. 


TRAVEL TIME 
According to the current information published by the MBTA in its feasibility study, 


the trave] time from New Bedford and Fall River to Boston through Middleboro is 
comparable to the other available alternatives. By adjusting the number of stops 
made by cach train at the various possible stations, the travel time could be reduced 
to less than that of any other available alternative. 


RIDERSHIP 


The Middleboro route would eliminate the Taunton Center station and would 
exclude the Back Bay station. However the proposed large East Taunton station 
would be retained and would more than adequately serve the greater Taunton area, 
Most rai] commuters to Boston travel all the way to South Station, from which the 
entire City of Boston is accessible by other existing means of available transportation. 
Therefore contrary to the current information published by the MBTA in its 
feasibility study, the ridership along the Middleboro route would be comparable to 
the other available alternatives. 


TRACK CAPACITY 


Proposed commuter trains from Middleboro would be combined with proposed 
commuter trains from New Bedford and Fall River thereby lessening the impact 
upon the Middleboro Old Colony rail line. If express bus service from New Bedford 
and Fall] River to Boston is continued and expanded, providing an attractive travel 
time alternative to the commuter, then the impact upon track capacity would be 
lessened even more. The actual number of trains needed to serve Middleboro, New 
Bedford and Fall River should be something more realistic than the sixty (60) trains 
per day projected by the MBTA for the year 2000. If the single track between 
Braintree and Boston is a potential future concern, then a plan should be developed 
to convert it to a double track. Therefore the capacity of the track between 
Braintree and Boston should not be a prohibitive issue when considering the 
Middleboro route. 


TRAFFIC AND SAFETY - 


Proceeding west from the Center of Taunton, through the Town of Norton and 
through the proposed Attleboro bypass there would be 20 grade crossings which 
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would create traffic and safety issues for cach of those communities. However by 
proceeding cast from East Taunton to Middleboro through the existing track in 
Lakeville, all of those 20 grade crossings would be eliminated from this commuter 
rail project. Ever since the railroads and the roadways have converged on the same 
grade there have been serious accidents and fatalities that occur at crossings, such 
as the recent tragedy in Fox River Grove, Illinois involving a schuol bus and a 
commuter train. Many of the grade crossings in this area along the proposed 
Attleboro route have seen their share of accidents and fatalities, including the track 
within the Town of Norton. Therefore the Middleboro route would be significantly 
safer and more conducive to the traffic flow of motor vehicles than other available 


alternative. 


ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

The Middleboro route would impose much less environmental impact on this part 

of Southeastern Massachusetts by eliminating two key elements of the overall 

commuter rail project. 

a. The Attleboro Bypass, which involves a new right of way, new land takings 
and further environmental impact, along the Attleboro/Norton boundary line. 
This proposed bypass would be a time consuming and expensive project which 
would contribute no benefit to Attleboro, Norton or the surrounding 
communities. : 


b. The Middleboro Layover Facility, which would be built to serve the 
Middleboro Old Colony line. However if Middleboro were connected to New 
Bedford and Fall River, then the Middleboro layover facility would be 
unnecessary and eliminated. The layover facilities planned for New Bedford 
and FaJ] River would serve that entire commuter rail project. 


Therefore the Middleboro route would impose significantly less environmental 
impact on Attleboro, Norton, Middleboro, Lakeville and their surrounding 
communities than any other available alternative. 


SOCIOECONOMIC FACTORS 


The Middleboro route would promote more interaction between New Bedford, Fall 
River, Middleboro, Bridgewater, Brockton, Braintree and Boston, thereby allowing 
rail commuters to take advantage of additional employment and educational 
opportunities. The Attleboro route wold not include a station in Norton, it would 
not include a stop at the existing downtown Attleboro station, and it may not include 
a stop at any Mansfield station, existing or proposed. Therefore the Middleboro 
route would have the potential for significantly more socioeconomic development 
than any other available alternative. 
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In conclusion, the Middleboro route for the MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail 
Project is the best available alternative, and on behalf of my clients I respectfully request 
that the Transportation Committee, Governor Weld and the MBTA give it ful] consideration 
while this project is still in its planning and approval stages. We sincerely appreciate the 
opportunity to be heard on this most important transportation issue. The fact that you and 
several of your Committee members dedicated most of November 16 to a tour of portions 
of the proposed rail route as well as the hearing, especially after a long and Jate final session 
of the Legislature on November JS, tells us that the Committee considers this commuter rail 
project to be a priority issue. After having heard the voices of reason from you, your 
Committee members and our area Legislators, I aim confident that a better and more 
reasonable solution than the proposed Attleboro route will prevail. 


Please keep me advised of your progress with this most important matter. Thank you for 
your attention and cooperation, 


Sincerely, 
SPATCHER LAW OFFICES 


George ) Spatcher, Jr. 
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Letter F-9 


George I. Spatcher,.Jr. Attorney at Law 


Response: 


The potential environmental damage that is proposed by the railroad 
bypass would have a severe, adverse and permanent impact upon 
the use, condition, access and value of the land. Other alternatives 
should be analyzed. 


A cost benefit analysis has been conducted for the proposed 
alternatives. This analysis considers environmental impacts as one 
of the factor in the line’s assessment. (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 
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Response: 


With up to 60 trains per day traveling up to 79 mph projected by the 
MBTA for the year 2000, these grade crossings would create a 
nightmare for traffic control and public safety in Norton and 
Taunton. Eliminate grade crossings which have always been 
problematic and have seen their share of accidents in Massachusetts. 


The MBTA strongly agrees with the comment regarding the need for 
everyone to work together to eliminate grade crossings. There are a 
number of grade crossings throughout thee commuter rail system. 
Each crossing that can be closed represents one less potential point 
of conflict with the motoring public. The MBTA is willing to work 
with any community that desires to close an at-grade crossing. 


Similar to highway design projects, rail design projects have both a 
design speed and an operating (or posted) speed limit. For the 
Attleboro Alternative, the design speed is 79 MPH. The actual 
maximum authorized speed (MAS) will be 70 MPH where the 
existing geometry of the line permits. For a variety of reasons 
including alignment and the density of grade crossings, actual 
speeds will often be less. 


There are 15 at-grade crossings located within the city of Taunton 
along a 5.34 mile stretch of track. The densest segment of crossings 
is located in downtown Taunton between Porter Street (MP 11.0) and 
Weir Street (MP 11.6). There are six crossings located along this 
0.6-mile segment. The proposed Taunton Center station is located 
immediately west of the Porter Street crossing. Each of the 
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60 scheduled weekday trains will be stopping at the Taunton Center 
station. As a result, trains will be moving slowly through all 15 of 
the crossings located in Taunton. At the crossings immediately 
adjacent to the station, the trains are likely to be traveling no faster 
than 25 MPH. At the crossings located furthest from the station in 
Taunton, train speeds are likely to be in the 40 to 45 MPH range. 


Response: 


Combining the New Bedford/Fall River and 
Middleborough/Braintree commuter rail systems would 
significantly reduce the environmental impact upon the entire 
Southeastern Massachusetts region. 


The MBTA is currently studying another project that would address 
the needs of persons travelling between commuter rail lines. This 
project is called the Circumferential Ring and is designed to 
minimize trip time for persons who do not have downtown Boston 
as a trip destination. 


The Middleborough Alternative (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) was not selected due to longer travel times, 
lower ridership, capacity constraints, operational problems on the 
Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the restricted service to 
commuters. The operational analysis prepared for this project 
concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative could not 
support the additional New Bedford/Fall River level of service, due 
to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan. (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The continuation and expansion of express bus service from New 
Bedford, Fall River, Taunton, Middleborough, Brockton and 
Braintree to Boston would further reduce the demands upon the 
commuter rails and lessen the impact upon the environment. Based 
upon capital cost, equipment cost and operating cost, buses are more 
efficient means of transporting commuters. 


The Enhanced Bus Alternative was not selected as it did not provide 
the best balance of costs and benefits. Although this alternative had 


_ the lowest capital and operating costs, it had substantially lower 
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ridership than either the Attleboro or Stoughton Alternatives, and 
provided for fewer air quality benefits due to the lower reduction in 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMTs). Also the expanded bus service 
option did not provide the economic development benefits of the rail 
option. (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 


MAWATRITE\05921\D0CES\REPOATS\ 9-96 Response to Comments 
DEIR\CH9-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.D0C 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


MAWATR\TE\05921\DOCE SREPORTS\ 
DEIR\CHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS DOC 


Issue: 


Response: 


The Middleborough route has many advantages including: 
construction cost; construction time, equipment, operating costs; 
travel time; ridership; track capacity; traffic and safety; 
environmental impact, and socioeconomic factors. 


The Middleborough Alternative (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) was not selected due to longer travel times, 
lower ridership, capacity constraints, operational problems on the 
Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the restricted service to 
commuters. The operational analysis prepared for this project 
concluded that the Middleborough Line Alternative could not 
support the additional New Bedford/Fall River level of service, due 
to the greater potential for delays, which translates into a fragile 
operating plan. (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 
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Letter F-10 
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Letter F-10 
Alice Rex 
No response necessary. 
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Letter F-11 
341 Winthrop Street 
Taunton, MA 02780 ; 
November 26, 1995 eae 


secretary Jrudy, Coxe 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs aes 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 2000 See ne eae 
Boston, Massachusetts 02202 gt 


Deal seCrelcabry. Coxe: 


I have taken the opportunity to review and evaluate the three 

volume environmental impact study formulated to evaluate the 
restoration of rail service to New Bedford and Fall River. 
It 1s a rather long and arcane document for the average citizen to 
read and to digest. It is unfortunate that more of the criteria for 
decision making based upon this document are not illuminated in the 
text. I will try to be brief in my comments on this document, but 
frankly I believe there is a lot more work to be done. 

First off, I want you to know that I truly hope train service 
will be restored to Taunton Center. I knew in 1958 when I stood at 
the old Taunton Depot and actually saw the last train pull in that 
some day I would see service to Boston restored. It would be very 
gratifying to be there to catch the first one back ijg@meouc: 
Station. I saw this diversified industrial city slowly wane and 
decline as stove companies, meat packers, silversmiths and other 
entrepreneurs found themselves off the mainline to the changing 
economies of the 1960's and 1970's. 

This city and the neighboring communities have changed in may 
ways Since the rails were busy in Taunton. This city is not used to 
the conveniences of trains and will probably embrace them beyond 
your expectations if they can get to Boston directly and in less 
than one hour. Also it is imperative that the trains do not divide 
this city by bisecting it into segments that complicate routine 
movement of the non-train using traveling public, emergency 
vehicles and/or the customers of the trains. 

Your traffic study, as outlined in this report, does nothing 
more than take one "Snapshot" of summer statistics and generalize 
through figure after figure of the Taunton Center vicinity turning 
movement counts. This data set and probably all your projections 
are most likely highly unreliable for the following reasons: 

Peak Morning: 

a) Cohannet School traffic not factored in. 

b) other related traffic for high schools, college) Bbeund 
commuters and other local elementary and middle schools not 
factored in. 

c) during any summer month many local citizens are 
vacationing Or are away at a dual residence. 

d) -some industries typically shutdown for one or two 
weeks of standard vacation time in the early summer so their 
employee movements to work may not have been counted. 

e) traffic movement at these intersections can be quite 
different from October to April as there are more delays due to 


rainy and snowy days and to fog conditions.. 

f) the existent Taunton Mall is virtually empty but this 
could change dramatically with a new owner and tenants such as a 
grocery store, aS was once the case, or medical facilities. 

g) more pedestrian traffic in the cooler months causes 
more activation of traffic control walk signals causing lengthier 
delays at traffic lights. 

h) the busy shopping period of late November and December 
cannot be anticipated in this method of data collection. 


Peak Evening: 
All the above potentially but especially f, g and h. 
i) during March and October sunset periods can cause 
solar slowdowns on Washington Street going westerly. 
j) after dark. traffic tends to move slower near the bus 
station and on Tremont Street which could cause longer delays 
than calculated. 


Actually the peak traffic periods may not be the times shown 
on these figures if the trains are running. This city tends to have 
many people on its roads from 6:30 AM to 8:30 AM and from 3:30 PM 
Soeo>30 PM. 


Therefore, Voleeecratetome study Siprobablivic m2Srrm amugross 
oversimplification and misleading set of data. I would ask that the 
MBTA repeat these studies (probably quarterly) and minimally 
project data that reflects an active mall area with schools open 
and determine how much this volume varies with inclement weather. 

Very careful consideration should be given to traffic at 
Cohannet School as the streets in the vicinity of this station and 
parking lot are very narrow. Also, school opening time corresponds 
closely to peak morning traffic time. 


Figures 39 through 44 are not representative of typical 
movement conditions and must all be reworked. I would also request 
that all counts be based on a full one hour count and not 
extrapolated from a twenty minute count as the documents suggest. 
If you insist that twenty minute counts are adequate, then kindly 
Calculate the rate of error to accompany your statistics. 


Another major flaw I see is that no data was given or 
projected as to how many people would use Wales Street or Myrtle 
Street to access the station area. - 


Nowhere in this assessment did I see any projections about how 
much commuter train usage was expected to be from people going from 
Taunton to Fall River or to New Bedford. Also, there appears to be 
no consideration for people who might want to connect with trains 
going to Providence, RI once the train reaches the Shore Line. 
Ignoring these possibilities might result in shortages of parking 
spaces at Taunton Center. 


There are no projections about people from Rehobeth using 
Taunton Center for access to commuter rail. It is very likely many 
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people from Rehobeth would take the train to.Boston from Taunton as 
it is very easy to drive down Rt. 44 to Taunton as opposed to the 
winding roads to Attleboro. 


Also, this study it appears was rather rushed in that accident 
data from the Massachusetts Highway Department is indicated as 
unavailable. This cannotbe simply disregarded just because there is 
a backlog of requests. Perhaps the local police department could 
assist in this data acquisition. Was this attempted? 


My analysis of this environmental impact study is that it was 
done quite hastily and superficially. It does not analyze impact 
but it enumerates traffic counts, grade crossing widths and 
admittedly does guesswork at delay computations. It does not deal 
with specific statistics like the posted speed limit at grade 
crossings, the speeds of vehicles actually traveling near these 
crossings or the widths of the sidewalks. It is very disappointing 
that the accident data availability is glossed over like 
construction trivia. This @is* not good enough’ and 1t “ise. eo 
appropriate way to return rail service to Taunton. 


But rather than just be critical, I can also be very 
constructive and analyze the situation. Rather than bisect the city 
into segments and rather than waste a ton of money on design plans 
that fragment a city you don't live in, why not compute an 
alternative and realistic cost estimate on what a lowered track bed 
and overpasses would cost from near the Danforth Street crossing, 
say mile pole 10.2, to just past Weir Street, say the 11.7 mile 
post? This would mean 1.5 miles of lowered track and eight 
overpasses. Five of these overpasses would be very close to the 
proposed Taunton Center Station allowing all traffic to flow on two 
major state routes, and it would allow especially those last minute 
commuters, to the appropriate side of the track for parking and 
boarding. The other overpasses would facilitate the unimpeded flow 
of traffic on one side street, one other state route, 138, and one 
main connecting street to the Weir section of the city. In the 
interest of public safety and the busy character of the closely 
located downtown area, where these three state routes converge and 
cross, there is a real urgency to keep the traffic flowing and not 
to further impede the legendary Taunton Green bottle neck. The 
Green section of Taunton is not like the sleepy bedroom community 
of Needham or the off the beaten track town of Hingham, this city 
is a hub between Providence and Plymouth, Middleboro and Attleboro, 
Stoughton and Somerset, etc. Taunton is not in an unchanging, quiet 
mode. It is in the midst of a decade long population spurt and 
there are pressing needs for more schools and medical facilities in 
this downtown area. Most of the well-traveled streets lead through 
downtown Taunton, like routes 44, 138 and 140. 

I can foresee an incredible demand for use of commuter rail in 
Taunton as many Tauntonians now in school will look to Boston or 
even Providence for educational opportunities, like at Northeastern 
University, or for occupational possibilities. Many will possibly 
use rail for evening sporting events or to access the Boston 
medical facilities. I know the possibilities are quite incredible 
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if coordinated with the local bus service around Taunton. 


Lastly, I want to express the two personal opinions. Commuters 
are not going to routinely use this service from Taunton if it 
takes over one hour to get to South Station. If the timing is not 
commensurate with their accustomed timing they will opt for what 
they are more free and familiar with. And the commuter is at 
liberty to do as he or she wishes. So going to Boston via 
Middleboro and probably Attleboro does not make for speed or common 
sense. If the trains went on the most direct route through Easton 
and Stoughton to South Station, then you could put the Taunton rail 
commuter in Boston in forty-five minutes. I have the timetables to 
prove it. This would put the commuters regularly on board the 
trains. If the train line can be engineered through Attleboro, they 
can be environmentally engineered through Easton and Raynham also. 
This should not be a political issue but a shrewd marketing and 
investment issue. 


I look forward to hearing from the MBTA on the specifics of 
this commentary and not just extenuations of why things must go on 
some pre-set timeline schedule. I expect to see real environmental 
impact possibilities and studies and not counts, missing data and 
gibberish on delay concepts. We pay taxes and we expect a carefully 
thought out project and nothing less. This restoration should be 
projected to service the city and the area for many years to come 
without the need for major make overs ten or twelve years down the 
line. You really might need to put in two tracks instead of just 
one. Let's get the job done properly in the best interest of all 
the first time and keep the design costs in line with the times. It 


will only cost more to do it bigger later on. 
truly ey 
Vanes Lleol. 


J. Thomas Coulombe 
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Letter F-11 


J. Thomas Coulombe 
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Response: 


Trains should not divide this city by bisecting it into segments that 
complicate routine movement of the non-train using traveling 
public, emergency vehicles and/or customers of the trains. 


The proposed Attleboro alignment, if selected, will not bisect any 
existing neighborhoods, nor will it change the street network in such 
a way that it would complicate routine movements of non-train 
using travelling public, emergency vehicles and/or customers of the 
train. 


(F-11.2) 
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DEIR\CH9-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


Issue: 


The traffic data generalizes, therefore all projections are most likely 
highly unreliable. 


Response: The projected impacts of the proposed commuter rail 
service were analyzed based on the weekday morning and evening 
peak hours which is when the greatest number of trains would be 
provided. The traffic counts documented in the ENF were conducted 
on a weekday from 6:00 to 9:00AM and 3:30 to 6:30PM. The times 
indicated on the figures is the highest hour within the time periods 
the data was collected. The analysis of impacts superimposed the 
highest hour of train station trip generation over the highest 
roadway hour. 


Numerous conditions including changes in the weather and time of 
year impact the flow of traffic in a variety of ways. The traffic 
volumes collected to assess the impact of most projects reflect a 
typical weekday. Potential mitigation measures are typically 
designed to mitigate average conditions, not the worst case 
condition. 


A background growth factor of one percent per year was applied to 
the existing traffic volumes to project future horizon (No-Build) 
traffic volumes. The growth factor takes into account the general 
growth in traffic volumes due to population growth and general 
demographic shifts. If a specific development plan is proposed for 
the Taunton Mall and the Attleboro Alternative is selected as the 
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Preferred Alternative, then a re-analysis of the Taunton Center 
station impacts would be conducted. 


The traffic volumes collected take into account a “typical weekday”. 
Any mitigation is not designed for the worst scenario, it is designed 
to take care of conservatively projected “typical weekday” peak 
hours. 


(F-11.3) 
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DEIR\CHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS DOC 


Issue: 


Response: 


The traffic study probably is a gross oversimplification and 
misleading set of data. The MBTA should repeat traffic studies 
(probably quarterly) and reflect an active mall area with schools 
open and determine how much volume varies with inclement 
weather. 


As noted in the response to Comment F-11.3, the traffic counts at the 
intersection were not done for a “20 minute period” but were 
counted (as the document indicates on page 60) from 6:00 to 9:00AM 
and from 3:30 to 6:30 PM. The analysis was based on the peak hour 
contained within each of these time periods. 


The most recent accident data available from the Massachusetts 
Highway Department has been summarized and is presented for 
each of the station sites discussed in the ENF in the following tables. 


9-100 Response to Comments 


a a ee a 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


East Taunton Station 
Vehicle Accident Summary - 1995 Through 1997 


rt 


Route 24 Ramps and Hart St. and County St. 

Total County St. ( Route 140 ) ( Route 140 ) 
Year 
1995 19 17 2 
1996 50 26 24 
1997 50 35 15 
Total 119 78 41 
Type 
Angle 35 11 24 
Rear-End 45 34 11 
Head-On 3 0 3 
Unknown/ Other 36 33 3 
Total 119 78 41 
Severity 
Prop. Damage 78 51 27 
Only 
Personal Injury 39 26 13 
Fatality 0 0 0 
Unknown 2 1 if 
Total 119 78 44 
Weather 
Clear 74 51 23 
Cloudy 19 9 10 
Rain 13 10 3 
Snow 8 5 3 
Fog 2 1 1 
Unknown/ Other 3 2 a) 
Total 119 78 41 
Time 
7:00AM-9:00AM 21 11 10 
9:00AM-4:00PM 35 21 14 
4:00PM-6:00PM 40 31 9 
6:00PM-7:00AM 23 15 
Unknown 0 0 ‘ 0 
Total 119 78 44 


Source: Massachusetts Highway Department 
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DEIR\CH9-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Taunton Center Station 
Vehicle Accident Summary - 1995 Through 1997 


———_ es ss a ns ne —— a 


Washington Washington Cohannet 
Washington at Martin at Tremont Oak St. at St. at Winthrop St. Porter St. at 
Total at Court St. Prwy. St. (Rt. 140) Maple St. High St. at Porter St. Mason St. 
Year 
1995 35 8 10 13 0 3 1 0 
1996 46 8 6 9 0 12 6 5 
1997 44 3 10 13 1 6 2 3 
Total 125 25 26 35 1 21 9 8 
Type 
Angle 72 10 18 16 0 16 rs 6 
Rear-End 30 11 2 13 1 1 2 0 
Head-On 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown/ Other 21 2 6 6 0 5 0 2 
Total 125 25 26 35 1 21 9 8 
Sever 
Prop. Damage 82 17 18 22 1 14 3 7 
Only 
Personal Injury 41 8 7 12 0 7 6 1 
Fatality 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 2 0 1 af 0 0 0 0 
Total 125 25 26 35 1 21 9 8 
Weather 
Dry 78 16 15 25 1 13 4 4 
Wet 32 7 8 9 0 4 2 0 
Snowy-Icy 9 2 1 0 0 2 1 3 
Unknown/ Other 6 0 2 1 0 2 0 i! 
Total 125 25 26 35 1 21 9 8 
Time 
7:00AM-9:00AM 7 0 3 4 0 0 0 0 
9:00AM-4:00PM 59 13 14 10 1 10 7 4 
4:00PM-6:00PM 13 1 1 5 0 4 0 2 
6:00PM-7:00AM 46 11 8 16 0 7 2 2 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 125 25 26 35 1 21 9 8 
Source: Massachusetts Highway Department 
MAWATA\TE\OS82 NDOCESREPOATS\ 9-102 Response to Comments 


DEIAACHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Fall River Station 
Vehicle Accident Summary — 1995 Through 1997 


—_—_—_—_—_—_—C— eee eee - e:: eee SS TCO ee ees eee ee 


President President —_ Davol Street Brightman GAR Hwy North Main 
Avenue and Ave and and Brightman Street and and Davol Street Street and 
North Davol Brightman Street and Lindsey Riverside andTurner = gig Colony 
Total Main Street Street Street Route 79 Street Avenue Street Street 
Year 
1995 56 17 15 8 14 0 2 0 0 
1996 76 20 15 15 18 3 2 2 1 
1997 81 19 v7 14 14 0 14 3 0 
Total 213 56 47 37 46 3 18 5 1 
Type 
Angle 119 44 26 25 12 1 9 1 1 
Rear-End 70 8 15 9 28 0 7 3 0 
Head-On 6 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 
Unknown/ Other 18 3 4 3 4 il 2 1 0 
Total 213 56 47 37 46 K] 18 5 1 
Severity 
Prop. Damage 136 41 31 21 24 1 13 4 1 
Only 
Personal Injury 61 13 11 12 19 1 5 0 0 
Fatality 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 16 2 5 4 3 1 0 1 0 
Total 213 56 47 SVs 46 3 18 5 1 
Weather 
Clear 142 39 33 27 25 2 12 4 0 
Cloudy 29 in 4 2 11 0 4 1 0 
Rain 27 9 6 3 7 0 1 0 1 
Snow 3 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 
Fog 6 1 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown/ Other 6 0 2 0 2 ‘I i 0 0 
Total 213 56 47 37 46 3 18 5 1 
Time 
7:00AM-9:00AM 35 10 9 7 6 0 3 0 0 
9:00AM-4:00PM 79 18 24 9 16 0 11 1 0 
4:00PM-6:00PM 43 15 7 10 7 0 3 1 0 
6:00PM-7:00AM 56 13 if 17 17 3 1 3 1 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 213 56 47 37 46 3 18 5 1 


Source: Massachusetts Highway Department 
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DEIR\CH9-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


| _ New Bedford Station 
Vehicle Accident Summary 1995-1997 


Coggeshall Street at: Logan Street at: Hillman Street at: MacArthur Drive at: Union Street at 
Ashley Acushnet North Front Purchase Herman Melville MacArthur Drive Herman Melville Union 
Total Blvd. Street Street Street Blvd. Purchase Street Route 18 Acushnet St. Blvd. Street Route 18 
Year 
1995 69 19 ri 3 4 0 4 2 1 2 1 26 
1996 57 19 4 5 4 0 a 2 2 1 0 17 
1997 60 31 fs 6 4 0 1 2 s 1 0 aay 
Total 186 69 13 14 12 0 8 6 5 4 1 54 
Type 
Angle 94 43 8 9 7 0 3 1 3 1 0 19 
Rear-end 55 12 4 4 0 0 3 3 0 1 1 27 
Head-on 13 0 0 3 0 1 0 0 1 0 8 
Unknown - Other 24 14 i 1 7 0 ul (2 3 1 0 0 
Total 186 69 13 14 12 0 8 6 a 4 1 54 
Severity 
Property Damage Only 90 30 5 Zz 8 0 2 1 2 2 1 32 
Personal Injury 79 35 a 4 2 0 5 4 3 2 0 19 
Fatality 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown - Other ae. 4 3 3 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 3 
Total 186 69 13 14 12 0 8 6 5 4 1 54 
Weather 
Dry 129 56 9 11 7 0 4 1 4 3 0 34 
Wet 46 10 2 2 s 0 4 4 1 0 1 17 
Snowy-Icy ri) 2 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Unknown - Other 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 
Total 186 69 13 14 12 0 8 6 5 4 1 54 
Time of Day 
7:00AM-9:00AM 10 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 5 
9:00AM-4:00PM 73 31 6 7 ry 0 3 1 2 4 0 12 
. 4:00PM-6:00PM 2 4 3 3 2 0 2 0 1 0 0 6 
| 6:00PM-7:00AM 82 30 4 4 3 0 2 5 2 9 1 31 
. Total 186 69 13 14 12 0 8 6 5 4 1 54 


Source: Compiled by VHB from data received from Massachusetts Highway Department 


TEOSS21IDOCESREPORTS| 9-104 Response to Comments 
TO COMMENTS.00¢ 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-11.4) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The traffic impact study does not analyze impact but it enumerates 
traffic counts, grade crossing widths and admittedly does guesswork 
at delay computations. The ENF does not deal with the posted 
speed limit at grade crossings, the speeds of vehicles actually 
travelling near these crossings or the widths of the sidewalks; 
accident data is glossed over. 


The methodology used to assess the delays incurred and projected 
queue lengths at each crossing is presented in Volume III of the ENF 
on page 17. This methodology is based on the traffic volumes at the 
grade crossing, the proposed schedule of train service, and the gate 
closure time. 


(F-11.5) 


MAWATR\TE\0S92 11IDOCES\REPORTS\ 


DEIR\CHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


Issue: 


Response: 


Why not compute an alternative and realistic cost estimate on what a 
lowered track bed and overpass would cost from near the Danforth 
Street crossing to just past Weir Street? This would mean 1.5 miles 
of lowered track and eight overpasses. 


Depressing 1.5 miles of track and building eight overpasses would 
add significant costs to this project with an unclear benefit. Due to 
the close proximity of residences along both sides of the track, grade 
separating this section of track would ¢reate a permanent division of 
the city that would disrupt the community. Placing the railroad 
above or below grade would cause severe property impacts, would 
be visually intrusive, would increase noise and vibration impacts 
and would also create a permanent disruption to the city. 


9-105 Response to Comments 


Letter F—1 
Land Development-Northeast, Inc. 


555 PLEASANT STREET ¢@ SUITE 201 ¢ ATTLEBORO, MA 02703. 7, 


Be F4 « a a b's 
TELEPHONE 508-226-8000 @ FAX 508-222-5055 ta u he d th 


NOV 2 7 1995 
| AA c 
November 27, 1995 \i r p i\ 


Ms. Trudy Cox . 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street - 20th Floor 
Boston, MA 02202 


RE: MBTA Taunton - Fall River - New Bedford Line EOEA #10509 


Dear Ms. Cox: 


I am business person and property owner in Southeastern Massachusetts (specifically in 
Attleboro, Taunton, and Sharon) and control the property that is slated for the East Taunton 
MBTA station. I would like to express my support for the MBTA extension to Fall River and 
New Bedford via Taunton. 


I have been working on a development retail project in East Taunton for a about five years and 
the increase in interest from businesses due to the announcement by the MBTA of their expansion 
into Southeastem Massachusetts has convinced me that this will have a large economic benefit for 
a region that sorely needs it. 


Sincerely, 


bile 
JoSeph D. Rando 


President 


eee cs 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-12 
Land Development-Northeast, Inc. 


No response necessary. 


WAWATRITEWS921\DOCESREPORTS\ 9-106 Response to Comments 
DEIR\CHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


Letter F-13  j 


November 25,1995 


The Secretary of Environmental Affairs 


100 Cambridge Street HUY 2) 1559 
Room #200 (Project # 10509) 

ie 
Boston, Massachusetts 02202 Ai r P i 


Dear Secretary Coxe, 


I recently attended the Harbor Visions Charrette for the city of New Bedford. On the 
weekend of the Charrette, we brought much enthusiasm and worked hard as groups to 
bring forth many bright ideas for a “New” New Bedford. Some of the ideas are going to 
face oppisition from a few people or small groups and these parties will be heard by the 
Legislature in the Newspapers and other form of the media. as a Harbor Visions member 
[ will speak for the positives of these ideas. Most of the proposals were based ona 
common sense approach, something lacking all to often with to many of the projects 
currently moving forward or on the table at present. 


One of the projects that is moving forward without much public knowledge of location is 

the commuter rail station on the north side of the railroad depot land. There are two 

problems at this current site produces in one’s head right away. The first in the amount of 

space 932 cars parked all on the flat ground uses up. So much for all those other good F-13% 
ideas the groups had for this area. Most commuter rail stations the State has built have 

state of the art multi-level parking garages utilizing smaller amounts of ground space 

producing less impact on the surrounding area. This is only common sense. 


The second problem is the traffic 900 plus cars will generate on the City streets. Front St., 

Belleville Ave. Coggshall St. Washburn Street and Wamsutta Street as well as the Herman F-13.2 
Mellville Blvd., Acushnet Ave. intersection will be over the allowed capacity per day 

Monday through Friday. 


The improvement that would eventually be made to these streets and intersections to solve 
the”Problem”, ie: Stop signs, One way signs, Yield signs, widening of roads and traffic 
lights would come out of The City of New Bedford Tax payer’s pockets and the City 
motorist patience before and during such renovations period. These intangable cost should 
be added to the price of the station as a total project before comparing it to the enclosed 
proposal by group #7 of Harbor Visions. 

The current site also dosn’t take into advisement the Casino-Tourism issue and 
many people think that it shouldn’t. That is ludicrous. 


Not only is the 900+ commuter car traffic not being addressed, but also being left 
out is the number of shuttle buses and taxi cabs transversing the station en route to the 
Casino,Museums,or shopping outlets. 

Why are the higher ups in the city quietly behind closed doors, pushing for this site 
without any public notification of location? They can sign the property over to the 
M.B.T.A. overnight without involving the City Council or the City Taxpayer. This action 
would put the burden of the P.C.B. cleanup on the M.B.T.A. and the local officials can 
wash there hands of that headache with a pen without getting there hands dirty. 

The E.P.A. doesn’t have the money to address the P.C.B. “Hot Spot” on this 
property but the State does? C.D.F.#7 is the only site getting the green light from local 
environment groups which is right across the street so we already have a perfect location 
for the contaminated soil. Currently, the harbor dredging and the EPA’s C.D.F.’s are 
being “married” to speed both projects through the permitting period. Why not throw the 
Rail Road site on the cart as well? This City is taking the easy way out and is trying to 
solve their problem with State funds.One can speculate on the.Administration’s underlying 
agenda. How much extra money is the State going to have to spend for a station because 
of this P.C.B. problem? 

What if, for the betterment of the city, We attack the problem itself instead of 
trying to hide it away like usual? After everything is added up, I am sure there wouldn’t 
be that big of a difference in the funds spent by the State and City on proposal#? 
compared to the current site suggestion. | 


Very truly yours, 
Michael Patrick O'Malley 
311 Cummington Street 


New Bedford, Ma. 02745 


Tel # 508-995-9120 
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October 6,7, & 8, 1995 


HARBOR VISIONS - New Bedford 
SHAPING THE CITY’S EDGE 


«< 


Theme: 
Leveraging Our Assets 


Topic: 
Inter Modalism 


Proposal: 
CENTRAL STATION 


A Transportation Hub Connecting the Highways, Railways, Airport, 
and 
Ocean-Going Traffic with the city, Together, Under One Roof 


by 
Group #7 


Central Station is a proposal that connects all the modes of 
transportation conveniently under one roof. Separate, each is just a piece of 
the puzzle. The most efficient system brings all the pieces together to forma 
whole wonderful picture of New Bedford's future. 

One of the pieces, the city already possesses, is an excellent highway 
system that provides both cars and trucks with quick and convenient access to 
major cities. Route 18 connects the city to Interstate 195 that bisects the city 
less than two miles north of the central waterfront and provides direct links 
with Providence to the west and Cape Cod to the east. Boston is 55 miles to 
the north by way of Routes 140 and 24. New York City is approximately 200 
miles away. 

To get to Central Station by car you would take Route 1 8 south off of 
I-1S5. You would take what is now the Purchase Street exit but instead of 
going right onto Purchase, you would veer left on an overpass over Route 18 
headed east to the station located on the south side of the former railroad 
dept land. | 

You would enter the station on the second level with parking on the 
upper levels. You would exit the station on the same level at the foot of 
Hillman where you could travel into the city or take the Route 18 north ramp 
and jump right back on the highway. The argument of we already have a 
parking garage will arise in everybody's mind but remember, if most of the 
vacant buildings downtown are used advantageously such as plans for the Star 
Store building, soon-to-be-vacant bank building or other such plans put forth 
by other groups of Harbor Visions, then the Elm Street Parking Garage will 
already be utilized. The easy access to Central Station off of Route 18 would 
benefit the tourists or commuters. Their not having to put up with city traffic 
would be a big plus. They would feel safe (video cameras) parking at the 
station and leaving their cars. All the transportation options would be right 
there. ; 
Central Station would be planned as a two-phase project. The first 
phase would be the four levels discussed in this proposal. The second phase 
would be two additional levels for parking as the need for more parking is 
proven in time. Because this second phase is in the planning stage, the 
footings, wiring, and access would already be addressed. Implementing this 


phase could prove to be less intrusive on the station and the public for this 
reason. 

S.R.T.A. would be relocated to the station’s second level providing 
inexpensive inner-city travel. Also on this level would be a taxi-stand, a snack 
bar and restrooms. The tram-way to the airport-casino would leave from level 
two on the north side of the station. South level two would be the ferry/cruise 
ship tram-way. These systems would be based on the Mark VI Straddle-Beam 
Monorail operating at Disney World and in Houston. This system would ride 
directly above the freight rail system multiplying the use of the same land (see 
Figure 1) and infrastructure already in place. 

On the first level, tourists could travel an open trolley on beautiful 
summer days (enclosed trolleys on inclement days) to the Waterfront Visitors’ 
Center, The National Heritage Park, south to the “Aqua-Plex” located on the 
former Com-Electric land on tracks that are already there. 

Tourists could board another trolley at the “Aqua-Plex” that would 
continue south passing through the developed Standard-Times field. Many of 
the other groups had good ideas for this property. The trolley would continue 
between the Mill and the Dike to East Beach, the new Fort Rodman and 
stopping at the U.Mass Marine Science and Technology Center at Clark's Cove. 

The “Aqua-Plex” would house the Aquarium, Maritime Museum, and 
virtual simulator for tourists something like “Nauticus” in Virginia but more 
on a fishing theme. The simulator could also be used by local maritime 
schools to pass captains’ licenses. There also would be an aquiculture center 
with a tele-port and incubator for business. 

The ferry service to the Islands is another piece of the transportation 
puzzle The current site has created big parking problems for angry area 
residents and has added to the summertime beach traffic congestion in the 
south end of the city. This “Central Station” proposal addresses the problem of 
added cars from the tourism explosion and commuter traffic. The cars come 
right off the highway and are parked before they have a chance to clog the city 
streets. 

The new ferry/cruise ship terminal connected with a hotel complex would 
be on the water at the Com-Electric site. The cruise ship industry, (made 
possible by harbor dredging), would find this connection between the terminal 
and the hotel complex a big advantage for repeat business. Many people 


departing on a Sunday cruise wouid arrive in New Bedford at their leisure on 
the Saturday instead.oif rusning on Sunday. Having spent the night in the 
hetei sil one would have “o vorrv about in the morning is what to have for 
preakiast before they Scar. Pecause of the numbers of people ships can 
accommodate per cruise 309. 800. even 1000 people, this piece of the puzzle 
must be planned under the microscope. With the power of the word of mouth 
these numbers can generate, we only want positive statements about New 
Bedford being circulated. | 

The ferry/cruise ship terminal would be conducted directly to the Central 
Station's second level on the south side by a tram-way system that could 
shuttle a ict of people quickly back and forth. 

Also on the New Bedford waterfront is the State Pier. This piece of the 
puzzle wil: bring many needed jobs to the area after the inner-harbor dredging 
is compieted. 

There are ioo many cargo freighters currently by-passing the city because 
of izadequate dredging or the lack of infrastructure to handle container freight. 
Not that we would wani to become a mega container ship port overtaking the 
watcrtront. This would not e <he goe* The problem is more and more 
freighters that carry cargo on pallets below decks are carrying some container 
freight topside usually stowed on top of the deck hatches. To off-load 
efficiently, a crane would move the containers to the dock first to get at the 
pallets. The lack of a crane has turned palletized cargo that our longshoremen 
yearn for away from our port. The Mass Port Authority has four nice cranes in 
Boston, one of which has hardly been used in a while. The city should try to 
acquire a container crane to expand the capability and capacity of our port. 

We like to see an observation deck over the building at the end of the 
State Pier for tourists so they could watch these large ships unloading or to. - 
look out over the harbor at the Blessing of the Fleet or other harbor festivals. 

To limit truck traffic and the congestion freight would cause on the 
waterfront, it could be off-loaded from ships by the crane and put onto freight 
trains and transported by rail to the airport's Foreign Trade Zone or north, to 
be temporarily stored at the Industrial Park storage facility. 

Freight rail to the airport's Foreign Trade Zone is a very important piece 
of the puzzle and has been overlooked by the current airport expansion plan. 
This oversight must be addressed immediately before we create future problems. 


The current site proposed for the Foreign Trade Zone would not be rail 
accessible without great cost to the taxpayer. If the Foreign Trade Zone was 
moved instead to the northwest side of Shawmut Avenue it not only would 
accommodate the rail. but limit most of intra-city truck traffic to Shawmut 
Avenue and a short portion of King’s Highway to Route 140. The problem of 
this land being wetlands could be addressed at the same time with the same 
solutions as the other wetlands in the expansion project. Another site the 
Foreign Trade Zone could be moved to is the southeast end of the northeast, 
southwest runway placing it closer to the rail system on high and dry ground. 
Freight could travel out of the Foreign Trade Zone at the airport to a truck 
depot located on the north side of the old railroad depot land. This site is just 
a few blocks south of I-195 and would limit the intra-city truck traffic on city 
streets to a minimum. ‘ 

The truck depot would also be connected by train to the International 
Marine Parcel with tracks that are already in place. The properties that are 
east of Herman Melville Boulevard from the International Marine Parcel, south, 
including the Herman Melville Shipyard, Acushnet River Shipyard, and the 
coastal realty parce! would all be backfilled to the bulkhead line. 

The two storm drains that now empty into the slews would be piped to 
the new double bulkhead to allow the slews to also be backfilled. This area 
could be lined with a plastic synthetic and could be the state’s disposition site 
of the material from the harbor dredging project. 

This new parcel would be a very large waterfront property with its new 
bulkheads on the dredged inner harbor and could be the site for smaller 
freighters like the two currently using the State Pier that run to Portugal and 
the Cape Verde Islands. | 

We would like to move the Coast Guard vessels to a portion of this new 
Herman Melville Shipyard site and would invite the District One Commander 
to help in the planning stages. This would ensure that they would have the 
best possible facility and a long future with this fishing port. These 
possibilities should be considered now, while the inner-harbor dredging plans 
are still on the table. , 

Another plan that is on the table and being decided on, is the commuter 
rail system which could prove to be the biggest piece of the transportation 
puzzle in this region. It would be housed at Central Station's lower level to 


keep all the transportation options under one roof. The only system being 
studied and planned is based on the same old system. 

We believe that there is better technology now available using the same 
track area to move more people faster, cleaner and less expensive. 

Such systems are in use in Florida, Texas, and other states as well as 
systems that have been brought.on line in other countries like France, 
Germany, and Japan. The commuter rail system linking New Bedford and Fall 
River to Boston is only based on one type system, the old system which makes 
the current plans and studies biased and short sighted. The commuter rail 
project represents millions and millions of dollars and everybody wants to 
hurry up and start working on it to help the local economy. 

Haste makes waste. The state legislature is deciding on a system and 
deadline for us and the region. 4 

The mayors. elected officials and the business communities of both New 
Bedford and Fail River should have their city planners and transportation 
people aggressively investigating these other options and inviting 
re;resentatives from those companies to the area for ideas and possible bids. 
The idea of both cities joining together and sharing a commuter rail 
investigative committee to accomplish this process should be addressed very 
quickly while the plans are still in the early stages. The state certainly isn't 
going to check out all these alternatives. Think of it this way, you don't decide 
to spend $20,000 dollars on a car and buy the first one you see. Instead you 
shop around and find the one that suites you and your needs. 

Stupidity and shame falls on the person who buys an older used car out 
of haste, only to find out later that the same amount of money could have 
bought the same make and model brand new with a warranty somewhere else. 
The city shouldn't settle for a “used car” from the state and be happy and say 
“well the state’s paying for it”. We are this state and we're paying for it. We 
should get the best commuter rail system we can get for the same bucks and 
not settle for something less because of the politics involved. 


In closing, we hope that the Central Station proposal is seen as the 
catalyst that it is. We acknowledge the fact that there are already many 
separate plans on the table that would be directly or indirectly affected by this 
proposal There are hard working people behind each of the separate plans and 


the group hopes that personal agendas and aspirations don't become more 
important than the plans themselves We believe that all these plans that now 
exist, must be re-examined and must be interwoven with each other to be 
productive. The lack of this foresight will cause large and costly problems in 
ours and our children’s future. There must be a total management of all the 
plans together to create a prosperous future for New Bedford and the region. 
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ESSINGTON, PA—Hury- 
iny from trolleys that race 
through wuide tubes 35 ft. 
sbeve the ground, an aerial 
train could zij: foun) station lo 
station while huyyringe the 
curves of existing railroad 
mats of way, 
' Conceived hy helicopter 
i Podeer Frank Pinsecki, 
i these AirTrains wei li se 
driven by ducted, virrsdie 
‘pitch propellers—withuut 
the heas yweight train “Quip- 
ment’ dormally nee ai to 
Press wheelayainst url. 
Mriking is achieved t 2 Vee 
versing propeller pitch, 
Overhead, the J0-\ heeled 
tubeway trolleys would roll 
along five rails, arranged int 
nonderailable conficunition, 
Since the ruil system doesn't 


CPULAR MECHANICS @ MARCH 199] 
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rely on friction to generate 
movement and stopping 
power, the curs can weiyh as 
little as a fuselage. The en- 
tire tubeway structure can 
thus be lihter and Cheaper 
fo construct. 

To keep passengers cuni- 
fortable at high speed, an 

vUve suspension and aeru- 
dynamic canurd surfaces 
would compensate fur any 
bumps in the overhead 
tubeway. And the strut that 
links car with troiley would 
swing ona hinge, banking as 
the car hit curves, 

Mixing proven wheel-on- 
rail and uireraft technol- 
ogies, the AirTrain muy bea 
Ennion Abe O.we 


ASustart Egstue Grety Pope 
Commits Mike Filion Wilton Suuruy 


| chexp alternative to mapnet- 
| ic levitation for our nenrt- 
| generation pround transport 
' system, Piasecki says. 


Meanwhile, Houston has 
asked Bcmbardier to start 
preliminary engineering stud- 
ies on the nation’s first mass- 
transit monorail system. The 
city’s plans call for two lines, 
covering 20 miles, that Carry 

urban versions of the 
Mark VI straddle-beam 
monorail operating at 
Disney World. Single 
Cars carrying 160 pas- 


Prop-driven AlrTrain cars. each 


Carrying 90 passengers, follow 
contours of 20th-century rail 
lines at 300 mph. 


sengers will run independent- 
ly and hook up into triplicate 
platoons during rush hours. 

Much of the system will 
scoot along overhead con- 
crete beams, although 2 
short monorail subway sec- 
tion may serve downtown 
Houston. Construction is ex- 
pected to begin in 1993, 
Kiewit Construction has 
Paired up with Bombardier on 
the project, and the team is 
competing to build a similar 
system in Honolulu. 
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X2000 Truck 


ABB Traction Inc. 
Bullet-train speeds on existing tracks. 
That's the promise of this $13-million 
Swedish-built train. Able to blast 
down straightaways at 155 mph, the 
X2000 really makes time going around 
corners. An innovative suspension sys- 
tem and body-tlting mechanism en- 
ables the Tain to take the curves $0% 
faster than conventional equipment— 
and on existing tacks. The X2000 may 
be just the ticket to ease the pressure 
from crowded traffic corridors in our 
major metopolises. 


Tilting Mechanism 


A hydrautk ofinder separates two structural botrten, 
Opening an angie between cabin and undercarriage. 


Flexible suspension system Is pivotal to the 
X2000's unique comering ability. Unlike tral 
with conventional trucks, X2000 features rubt 
and-steel chevrons that allow aes to move 
Independently of the rigid truck frame. Aue 
Plvoting keeps wheels allgned with curved tr 
rather than locked to the truck’s heading. 


ehh eee 


VIRTUAL 


The Chomeieon, o new amusement pork ride due out this summer, 
copitolizes on virtual reciity technology. Inside each pod, three-cimen- 
sional imoges ore projected on a 30-by-524nch screen; as you control 

the speed, direction. and outcome of eoch ride, you experience realistic 
gforces rreated by the pod’s movement. 
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The ICE Train Cometh 


WASHINGTON, DC—If 
you missed the X2000 last 
spring (see “Bullet Train 
For America,” page 48, Mar. 
93), you have a chance to 
ride another European su- 
pertrain: Germany’s sleek 
InterCity Express, or ICE. 
The ICE regularly hits 


pare down its weight to com- 
pensate for heavy-duty 
propulsion equipment. 
Unlike the X2000, the #- : 
ICE doesn’t tilt, but it err St 
outperforms everything o. 
but France’s TGV on the fu- = . 
straightaway. . 
Starting October 3, the 


175 mph between Frankfurt 
and Munich. Lightweight 
aluminum construction helps 


MORRISON KNUDSEN PHOTO 


Locomotive 


Cooks With Gas 


BOISE, ID—Just like trucks, diesel 
trains face pressure to cut pollution, 


ICE will pinch-hit for a 
Metroliner between Wash- 
ington, D.C., and New York. 


MICRO- 
PROCESSOR 
CONTROLS 


particularly in big-city switching Bes 3 


yards, With that in mind, Cater- 
pillar and Morrison Xnudsen 


world’s first locomotive fueled 
only by liquefied natural gas (LNG). 
Now entering service in Los An- 
geles rail yards, the MK1200G fea- 
tures an innovative fuel-storage and 
delivery system. Superinsulated tanks 
store 1400 gallons of LNG at -260° F. 
From these tanks, the liquid flows 
through piping to a vaporizer, which 
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have teamed to produce the to 
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TRACTION MOTOR 
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Extruded aluminum panels give ICE Its unique seamless proflle. 


TRACTION AUXILIARY ALTERNATOR 


_ ALTERNATOR 


V16 UQUID RADIATOR 

NATURAL-GAS 

ENGINE AR 
COMPRESSOR 


MAIN AUR 
TANK 


UQUID NATURAL- 
GAS TANK 


MK1200G switcher locomotive bums natural gas cared In cryogenic storage tanks. 


taps hot water from the engine jacket 
to warm the liquid into a gas. The gas 
is then injected into Caterpillar’s 16- 
cylinder powerplant, a spark-ignited 
conversion from a diesel engine. 
Although the MK1200G turns only 
1200 hp, that’s plenty for shuttling 


cars between trains in rail yards. 
More important, the locomotive puts 
out one-tenth the emissions of an 
equivalent diesel. Also, if railroads in- 
vested in yardside cryogenic LNG 
storage facilities, the low cost of natu- 
ral gas could ultimately save money. 
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Letter F-13 


J. Thomas Coulombe 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-13.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


Why not a state of the art multi-level parking garage (at the 
commuter rail station on the north side of the depot land in New 
Bedford) which would utilize smaller amounts of ground space 
producing less impact on the surrounding area? 


Development of parking facilities is usually contingent on demand. 
The demand for commuter rail parking at the New Bedford station 
as currently projected does not warrant the construction of a parking 
garage. 


(F-13.2) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The second problem is the traffic 900 plus cars will generate on the 
City of New Bedford streets. Please address this issue. 


The results of the traffic impact study of the proposed station in New 
Bedford is presented in Volume III (Technical Report, Analysis of 
Traffic Impacts of Station and Grade Crossing, September 1995) of 
the ENF filed by the MBTA in 1995. The ridership projections 
developed by CTPS for the proposed service plan project that many 
of the people boarding the trains in New Bedford live in the city. 
Many of these people are already on the road driving to their 
employment site. The analysis presented did not attempt to quantify 
these re-directed trips that are already on the street network. Rather, 
the analysis took a worst case approach by superimposing the 
station generated traffic over the projected peak hour traffic 
volumes. Even with this approach, the analysis indicates that all of 
the signalized intersections, with the proposed mitigation, will 
operate at LOS D or better (LOS F is considered “over-capacity”). 


(F-13.3) 


MAWATR\TEWOSS2 11IDOCES\REPORTS\ 


DEIR\CHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


Issue: 


The number of shuttle buses and taxi cabs transversing the station en 
route to the Casino, Museums, or shopping outlets is not being 
addressed. 


9-107 Response to Comments 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: Discussions were held with the New Bedford Planning Department 
to identify future developments that might affect traffic in the study 
area. Based on these discussions, there are no developments 
planned in New Bedford which were expected to significantly affect 
the study area. As specific developments come on line such as a 
Casino, this development should be required to mitigate its impacts 
on the surrounding area roadways and intersections. The No-Build 
traffic volumes were increased by an overall growth rate of 10 
percent which considers the standard growth in population and 
employment within the study area. This growth was based on 
information from the Central Transportation Planning Staff and 
Southeastern Regional Planning and Economic Development 
District. Pick-up and drop-off was accounted for at each of the 
stations however, any new bus service to any of the station sites is 
not accounted for in this analysis. 
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Letter F-14 
IY GS 
1{{20 1995 


Trudy Core _ Maes 


SCC. of Srviarwunel L Aflaw s rel 
arene eee Ni 2h 


hoster AA 020.35 NWEPA 


To IMS Che < 


> 


This letter is to inform you that we are adamantly opposed to the 
MBTA’s proposed New Bedford /Fall River line through Norton and 
Attleboro. 


We see no benefit to area residents as no station 1s planned for Norton. We 
do see, however, disruption and noise pollution due to an estimated 60 trains 
per day traveling through Norton less than 1/2 mile from our home. This rail 
line would negatively affect the peaceful and rural existence that drew us to 
Norton initially. | 


F-14.1 


We are also opposed to the driving force behind this rail service, which is the 
proposed legalized casino gambling in New Bedford. 


Sincerely, 


Shaudffe (i 
Fare (1 irfolor 


L ward F. Sheldon 
Jamie A. Sheldon 
19 Dean Street 
Norton, MA 02766 


ee 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-14 
Edward & Jamie Sheldon 


(F-14.1) 


Issue: We are concerned about disruptions and noise pollution due to an 
estimated 60 trains per day travelling through Norton less than 4 
mile from our home. This rail line would negatively affect the 
peaceful and rural existence that drew us to Norton initially. 


Response: The ENF presented an analysis of noise impacts and traffic 
disruption for the Attleboro Alternative, including the Attleboro 
Bypass. Commuter rail service along this route would result in 
adverse noise impacts to some residents. 


MAWATRITE\05921\DOCES\REPORTS\ 9-109 Resp onse to Comments 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-15 
Shana Legzdins 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-15.2) 


Issue: 


Response: 


Tam concerned about the noise of the train going by my house 30 
times a day (and night). 


The ENF presented an analysis of noise impacts and traffic 
disruption for the Attleboro Alternative, including the Attleboro 
Bypass. Commuter rail service along this route would result in 
adverse noise impacts to some residents. 


Iam concerned about emergency response time 


The emergency response times will not be significantly impacted. 
Over the course of the day 30 trains will pass through the town. If 
by chance an emergency vehicle were to be stopped at a grade 
crossing, at the most it would be a 1 minute delay . 
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Letter F-16 


+ 4 . 


Slade's Ferry Bank 


November 22, 1995 


Ms. Trudy Coxe, Secretary 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 200 

Boston, MA 02202 


Dear Secretary Coxe: 


I am writing on behalf of the Board of Directors and employees of 
Slade’s Ferry Bank regarding Project #10509 which will provide 
commuter rail between Boston and Fall River. 


The Board of Directors and staff support this extension of commuter 
rail service to Fall River because it will help create economic 
growth for our community, strengthen our position as a commuting 
suburb of Boston and give a boost to the economic and social well- 
being of Southeastern Massachusetts. 


At the same time, commuter rail will provide an environmentally 
sound way for people to commute to and from Boston. The safety and 
pollution issues of Route 24 and the Southeast Expressway are best 
addressed through commuter rail. 


The Governor has committed to providing rail service to Fall River. 
We now ask that it be implemented in as expedient a manner as is 
possible. Using the so-called Attleboro line will accomplish this 
because it does not have the environmental concerns of the so- 
called Middleboro route, it provides double tracks to and from 
Boston, thereby maximizing utilization. 


Thank you for the opportunity to address you on this issue which is 
so vital to our community and the region. 


Sincerely, 


a ie 
ae. 3 —— tomen 
____James D. €a 


President 


JDC/ia 


Slade’s Ferry Trust Company * 100 Slades Ferry Avenue e Somerset, MA 02726 © 508-675-2121 © (Fax) 508-675-1751 


Cable Address “Slade Bank" Member FDIC 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-16 
Slade’s Ferry Bank 
No response necessary. 
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» Letter F-17 - 


November 20, 1995 | Patsy nes 


Ms. Trudy Coxe, Secretary 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs ee 
100 Cambridge St. Room #200 Has, 
Boston, Ma. 02202 


Re: Project # 10509 


Dear Ms. Coxe: 


| would like to take this opportunity to stress the importance of the above mentioned 
project. Both the social and economic impact this project has on the City of Fall River, and its’ 
surrounding communities are overwhelming. 


Governor William Weld has taken the initiative to expand the MBTA commuter rail 
service into this area to physically connect the City of Fall River with our capital city, Boston. 
Governor has positioned this city to receive commuter rail and | definitely support the position 
he has taken in linking the City of Fall River with the metropolitan Boston area. 


Please give this matter, the project, and most of all, the citizens of Fall River your im 


mediate consideration. 
nee 
Sincerely, es y) 


Terny-Grady 
1080 Airport Road 
Fall River, Ma. 02720 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-17 
Terry Grady 

No response necessary. 
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Letter F-18 


! 


November 22, 1995 


i 


/} 


a 


DF 


Secretary Trudy Cox 

Sec. of Environmental Affairs 

100 Cambridge St., Rm 2000 ) Vee 
Boston, MA 02202 * 


Re: MBTA Rail Route to New Bedford/Fall River 


Dear Secretary Cox, 


As a resident of Norton, MA. I am very concerned with the recent 
proposals by the MBTA. I attended the September MATA meeting on the New 
Bedford proposal and was shocked at the rushed decision for a new rail 
route. 

Four years ago I moved my wife and I, from New Jersey, back to New 

England. We came back to escape poor planning by Government who seem 
blind to values and a quality of life. Recently we looked for a rural 
town to start our family. 
We settled in Norton. A small town with respect for its history and a 
watchful eye on developing its future. Full of middle class homes and 
hard working middle class people, there are no affluent housing starts 
here. 

Now the MBTA is proposing a threat to both quality of life and 
monetary value on the homes in Norton. People here cannot afford to 
loose on what they've invested. They simply do not have the money. Most 
disturbing, was that many of Norton's new modest developments were not 
even on the MBTA planning maps at their September meeting. Disturbing 
because these developments are so full of children, and the trains will 
run right by them every fifteen minutes while they play. 

I know from attending the November meeting, that many of you on the 
transportation committee walked much of the track and saw the grade 
crossings in Taunton, Norton and Attleboro and saw how obviously unsafe 
it is. I am also sure you saw the many new developments where modest tax 
paying families have settled to raise their children. 

Please use good judgement in appropriating funds for this project. 
I realize increased rail travel will benefit the State, but take into 
account what the communities are trying to do here. Don't force it upon 
us when there are safer, more economical routes that benefit other areas. 

We will be truly dispirited in a Government that backs a plan that 
takes so very much away from Norton. 


Sincerely, 
Mark F. Bushey 
Norton Resident 


F-18.1 


MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-18 
Mark Bushey 


(F-18.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


Tam concerned that many of Norton’s new housing developments 
were not on the MBTA planning maps at the September meeting. 

Disturbing because these developments are full of children and the 
trains will run right by them every fifteen minutes while they play. 


Analysis of impacts to residences and development along the 
Attleboro Bypass, as presented in the ENF, was based on up-to-date 
aerial photographs. If the Attleboro Alternative were to be selected 
as the MBTA’s preferred Alternative, supplemental analysis of 
impacts would be a conducted due to the lapse of time since the 
ENF, all impacts to residences along the bypass would be 
considered. 
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Letter F-19 | 


ermody Cleaners 34 - 44 Cohannet Street 


Taunton, MA 02780 
(508) 822-6161 
(800) 696-4566 (In Mass.) 
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39 Tremont Street — Taunton, MA 02780 — (508) 823-9494 © 280 Winthrop Street — Taunton, MA 02780 — (508) 823-3211 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-19 
Dermody Cleaners 


(F-19.1) 
Issue: I believe the disruption of traffic flow caused by these trains at the 
twelve at-grade crossing will create severe safety problems. 
Response: Please refer to the Comment C-8.1 response. 
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Letter F-20 


3 eo’ 


To / Vb) Dy | COXE ct . 3 ‘. 


This is to inform you that I am adamantly Opposed to the MBTA\’s Proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership OF cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
On Our Communities. > 


Sincerely, 

Vp aya CLUE (Name) 
sy GURL LA) (Street) 
LAG) ofa OZ2kE (Town) 
CCATS 


CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


MBTA -GO THE OTHER WAY! | 
oo, Sa 


Pe VE ALS... Erie LATO 
LETH / SANT FO GOL WELD 


Lemans ee elee hemes 


38 Laura Lane 
Norton, MA 02766 
(H) 508-223-3922 


The Honorable William Weld 


- Executive Office 


Room 360 
Boston, MA 02133 


Dear Governor Weld. 

My wife and I built this house on Laura Lane in Norton, off of Richardson Avenue. Our heart and soul 
went into the building of this house and we are thrilled with the result... This was due to hard work and 
saving for many years. We put a few extras into the house and had to sacrifice to do so. Our philosophy 


was that we would be living in this home for at least thirty years, so some sacrifice up front would benefit 
us in the long run. 


We looked into several communities before we selected this parcel of land. We fell in love with this 
development for many reasons. One was the rural aspect of Norton and we felt that this would be ideal for 
raising the family we plan to have in the future. Another was the fact that there is conservation land 
abutting the development which we thought guaranteed that there would never be anything built behind 
us. There were also some drawbacks for living in Norton--the high tax rate due to the lack of industry in 
the town. However, we felt that we could live with that to ensure that the town retain it’s rural 
characteristics. 


Last night I received some very disturbing news at a meeting at the high school sponsored by the MBTA. 
Apparently the MBTA has had a plan in the works for several years that I was not aware of when I built 
my home. The T has decided that in order to serve the communities of Fall River and New Bedford, they 
must lay train tracks one quarter of a mile behind my home, on conservation land. This line, when fully 
operational, will service sixty trains a day in an eighteen hour period. I live within one mile of two of the 


" grade crossings where the train will have to sound a whistle, two long, one short, one long, when they are 


a quarter of a mile away. This means that my family will have to hear whistles at least 480 times a day, 
an average of 26.7 times an hour or every 2.25 minutes! 


Not the ieast of my concerns is the safely issue at these grade crossings. Norton will have four (?) such 
crossings within a distance of 4.3 (?) miles. In my development alone, we have forty children under the F-203 


age of thirteen. These are curious children who will wish to play outside, ride their bikes and explore 
their surroundings. How does the T propose to ensure the safety of these children? ~ 


The T officials also had the gall to tell us last night that normally when the trains come through a town, 
property values go up. However, no one could explain to my satisfaction how a train passing one quarter 
mile behind my home, with not one stop in my town, is going to increase my property value. 


The T, in it’s infinite wisdom, believes that this is the cheapest way to serve the communities of Fall River 
and New Bedford. This means going west to eventually go east to connect them to Boston, going twenty 
five miles out of the way! Andrew Brennan, Manager of Environmental Affairs for the MBTA also told 
us that there were several other alternative routes that the trains could take but it came down to what was 
the fastest way to begin rail service. It does not take a rocket scientist to read through this and see that the 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-20 
Mark Giglia 


(F-20.1) 


Issue: Not the least of my concerns is the safety issue at grade crossings. 
Norton will have four (?) such crossings within a distance of 4.3(?) 
miles. How does the T propose to ensure the safety of children? 


Response: The MBTA will provide safety measures at each of the intersections. 
These measures may include signs, signals and operational 
procedures such as reduced operating speeds and whistle signals. 
Fencing will be provided to restrict pedestrian access to the tracks. 
The MBTA will also undertake an extensive public safety education 
program in local schools. 
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yf ve Letter F-21 


oy 
DEAR: Aresstay Bie, Cote ; 
I AM WRITING YOU THIS LETTER ON THE PROPOSED MBTA tee 
ROUTE WHICH WILL PASS THROUGH THE TOWN OF BERKLEY, you 
SOME OF MY CONCERNS WITH THIS PROPOSAL ARE: Beas sce 


1. THE SAFETY ISSUE ( THE RAILROAD CROSSINGS, TRAIN SPEED, Se 
SAFETY OF THE TOWN'S CHILDREN, AND THE TOWN'S ABILITY 
TO HANDLE AN’ACCIDENT INVOLVING THE TRAIN). ‘AY? f 

2. NOISE POLLUTION (ESTIMATED 60 TRAINS WILL PASS ie 
THROUGH OUR TOWN EVERY 20-40 MINUTES BY THE YEAR F212 
2007). 

3. PROFITABILITY OF THE TRAIN (WILL COST AN ESTIMATED 
156 MILLION DOLLARS. AND WILL BENEFIT APPROXIMATELY F-21.3 
1.6% OF THE AFFECTED POPULATION). 

4. TAX INCREASES TO TOWNS ( TOWNS RECEIVE NO "KICKBACKS" 
WE HAVE TO PAY FOR THIS SERVICE TO RUN THROUGH OUR F-21.4 
TOWNS. < 

5. OTHER, LESS EXPENSIVE MODES OF TRANSPORTATION 
(BUSES, TAXI'S ETC.) 


I THINK I SPEAK FOR MOST PEOPLE IN MY TOWN AND OTHER 
SMALL TOWNS THAT WILL BE AFFECTED THAT WE MOVED TO THESE 
TOWNS OR HAVE LIVED OUR LIVES IN THESE TOWNS BECAUSE OF THE 
QUIET, RURAL SETTING. I FEEL THAT IT IS UNFAIR FOR OUR TOWN TO 
UPGRADE OUR FACILITIES AND SERVICES FOR SOMETHING WE DO NOT 
WANT, NEED, OR RECEIVE ANY BENEFIT FROM. I URGE YOU AND ALL 
OTHER COUNCIL MEMBERS TO CONSIDER ANY LETTERS AND PETITIONS 


YOU RECEIVE ON THIS ISSUE. 
SINCERELY 


Lia 4 Hl | ale ( Aint 


CRAIG M. GARDINER 


LLL a 
MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-21 
Craig M. Gardiner 


(F-21.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-21.2) 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-21.3) 


Issue: 


Response: 


Tam concerned with the safety issue of the railroad crossings, train 
speed, children and the Town of Berkley’s ability to handle an 
accident involving a train. 


The MBTA will provide safety measures at each of the intersections. 
These measures may include signs, signals and operational 
procedures such as reduced operating speeds and whistle signals. In 
addition, the T works with local fire and police departments to 
provide specialized training sessions for emergency situations 
involving transit vehicles. 


Tam concerned with the noise pollution of an estimated 60 trains per 
day passing through the Town of Berkley. 


The Stoughton Alternative, documented in this ENF, would result in 
40 trains per day through Berkeley. Noise impacts were addressed 
in the ENF. The reduction in train numbers would reduce the 
frequency of noise impacts. The MBTA is committed to mitigating 
noise impacts wherever possible. 


Iam concerned with the profitability and cost/benefit of the train. 


Public transportation is not a profit making business. The real 
benefits come from reduced congestion on our highways, cleaner air 
and improved accessibility for our communities. Many people rely 
on public transportation to reach their jobs, schools or other 
destinations. A cost/benefit study is being conducted to ensure that 
the preferred alternative is a reasonable investment for our 
community. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-21.4) 


Issue: Iam concerned with tax increases to the Towns. (The Towns receive 
no “kickbacks”, we have to pay for this service to run through our 
towns). 


Response: The State legislature determines which towns are assessed for MBTA 
services as well as how they are assessed. This formula is based in 
part by the number of residents of your community that use public 
transportation to get to work. 
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Letter F-22 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-22 
Rudy Demy 
No response necessary. 
MAWATRITE\05921\DOCES\REPORTS\ 9-118 Response to Comments 


DEIR\CH9-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


Letter F-23 


MBTA 
Commuter Rail Project Ete CAL ICS G) N ber 22. 1995 
; ovember 22, 


As residents of Berkley, MA who live in close proximity to the rail line we have some very definite 


“concerns about the proposed commuter rail service. We live at 1 Macomber Street and our home lies 
within 50 feet of the railroad crossing on Padelford Street. Our home is historic, circa 1850, and hence 
somewhat fragile. When we purchased our home in 1990 it was with full understanding that the tracks were 
used but only a couple of times a day and by freight trains only. We would not have purchased this 
property if we expected a commuter rail service to become a reality so near by. F-23.1 

| would be interested to know if the MBTA will be responsible for damage which may occur from 
vibration due to a more frequent and higher speed train than which we are currently experiencing. | woulc 
also like to know if the MBTA will be responsible for the depreciation which will be inevitable if the propose 
service goes into effect. Not to mention the loss of quality of life and enjoyment of our home which will als 
be unquestionably effected by the proposed service. F-23.2 

And as a taxpayer | must question the cost of developing this service in relation to its usefulness. Th 
train route to Boston will take longer than driving for most people and the need in general is questionable. 
Using the funds for a better and more flexible bus system would be much more practical and less costly. Bu 
stations can be much more easily relocated than train stations to accommodated changing commuter need 
The negative impact on neighborhoods involved will greatly overshadow the benefits, if any, to the F-23.3 


community. The astronomical funds projected would be much better spent on an environmentally sound bt 


system such as battery powered or other alternative energy solutions. Additional funds could also be spe: 


creating commuter lanes which would increase the efficiency of the current transit system between New 
Bedford, Fall River and Boston. We feel that the benefits would be far greater and the negative impact mu: 
less for all the communities involved. The attitude of most people in our community is definitely negative 


regarding the proposed commuter rail system. It seems as though this project is more the desire of certa 


businesses and politicians who feel they have something to gain from it. We certainly do not see commun 


support for such a costly and undesirable project. We would like to count ourselves among those in the 


community who strongly oppose the commuter rail project. 


Michael Dupont " \ = =. 
Melinda Patne peek a 


1 Macomber Street 
Berkley, MA 02779 
508-823-9248 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-23 
Michael Dupont & Melinda Paine 


(F-23.1) 


Issue: Will the MBTA be responsible for damage which may occur from 
vibration due to a more frequent and higher speed train than which 
we are currently experiencing in the Town of Berkley? 


Response: The reconstruction of the rail bed and use of continuous welded rail 
is anticipated to reduce noise and vibration in comparison to existing 
freight train activity. The MBTA is, however, committed to a 
detailed study of potential vibration impacts, and to the 
implementation of appropriate mitigation measures. 


(F-23.2) 


Issue: Will the MBTA be responsible for the depreciation of property 
values which will be inevitable? 


Response: No, the MBTA does not reimburse property owners for potential 
decrease in property value. 


(F-23.3) 


Issue: Using the funds for a better and more flexible bus system would be 
more practical and less costly and the negative impact on the 
neighborhoods will greatly overshadow the benefits, if any, to the 
community. 


Response: The Enhanced Bus Alternative was not selected as it did not provide 
the best balance of costs and benefits. Although this alternative had 
the lowest capital and operating costs, it had substantially lower 
ridership than either the Attleboro or Stoughton Alternatives, and 
provided for fewer air quality benefits due to the lower reduction in 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMTs). Also the expanded bus service 
option did not provide the economic development benefits of the rail 
options. (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 
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Letter F-24 
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MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-24 
Debra & James Legzdins 


(F-24.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-24.2) 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-24.3) 


Issue: 


Response: 


Iam concerned that this project will have fifteen grade crossings 
through the downtown Taunton area. This will affect downtown 
traffic and the historic value of the area. How will this affect the 
value of the historic area? 


If the Attleboro Alternative were selected as the MBTA’s preferred 
Alternative, the traffic patterns in Taunton would be slightly affected 
during those times that a train is crossing. Average delays are 
estimated to range from less than 40 to 60 seconds, depending on 
traffic volumes. The Stoughton alternative would have 2 grade 
crossings in Taunton. 


The noise and vibration factors is another serious consideration. 


Noise and vibration impacts were presented in the ENF and 
summarized in Sections 4.6 and 4.7 of this ENF. 


Iam concerned that there would be no improvement in air quality 
due to the number of people coming to the area casinos. 


There are currently no casinos planned in the Fall River or New 
Bedford areas. Regardless, the commuter rail extension will result in 
regional air quality benefits by removing passenger vehicles from 
major, congested highways. 
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Letter F-2 


RICHARD D. NUNES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
71 Cross Road 
North Dartmouth, MA 02747 
Tel: (508) 992-1236 


November 26, 1995 RECEIVED 


Secretary Trudy Coxe 


Executive Office of Environmental Affairs | NOV 27 ley 
100 Cambridge Street. Room 200 é 
Boston, MA 02202 AED A 

Hts ad éd 


RE: PROJECT NUMBER 10509 
Dear Trudy Coxe: F 


Iam in favor of the \IBTA commuter rail extension to the cities of New Bedford and Fall River, | 
do not believe that commuter rail service to the above cities will have an adverse effect on the 


environment. 


I work at the Department of Labor office in Boston commuting back and forth to Boston from 
North Dartmouth every day. I commute by bus from New Bedford to Boston, but let me tell vou, 
it takes an hour and a half (1 and 1/2 hrs) to get to Boston and two hours (2 hrs) to get back home 
each day due to the traffic on Routes 93 and 24. 


I understand that many residents of Berkley and Freetown who had purchased property next to old 
railroad lines are now opposed to the proposed commuter rail extension. These residents knew 
there were railroad lines close to their property but purchased the property regardless, now they 
oppose this project? | 


‘However, let me say that I would rather have the city of New Bedford connected to the Old 
Colony Rail Project in Middleboro because it would be less expensive and a more direct route to - 
Boston. Furthermore, there are many residents in Freetown, Fall River, Fairhaven, North 
Dartmouth, Westport, New Bedford, Acushnet, Marion and Mattapoisett who are in favor of 
commuter rail service to the cities of New Bedford and Fall River, please pursue this worthwhile 
project. Thank vou. | 


Sincerely, 


VB bear 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-25 
Richard Nunes, Attorney at Law 


No response necessary. 
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Letter F—26 


November 7, 1995 


RECEIVED 


Secretary Trudy Coxe NOY 8 1995 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs . 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 2000 i E p A 
Boston, MA 02202 | 


Dear Ms: Coxe: 


I’m writing as an interested citizen concerning the Proposed New Bedford/Fall River 
Commuter Rail Project (EOEA #10509). 


I live in Somerset, Massachusetts and work for Fidelity Investments in Boston. 
Presently, I drive 20 miles to Attleboro, then ride the commuter rail to South Station. 
I would love to take the train from Fall River, less than 5 miles from my home. 


My family and I have contemplated with the idea of re-locating closer to Boston, to 
eliminate commuting. But, I am a native of Southeastern Massachusetts and like living 
here very much. Housing, entertainment and general living costs are much more 
affordable. 


Bringing a train to Fall River/New Bedford will help the Southeastern Massachusetts 
economy as well as facilitating Boston tourism. 


I’m enclosing a copy of my August 12, 1994 article to the Editor of the Fall River 
Herald News. As you will see, I have been anticipating this project for a while! 


_ Thank you for your attention to this important matter. 


Sincerely, 


paws wae Te 


Brenda R. Moreira - 

55 Summerfield Ave. 
Somerset, MA 02725 
617-563-8122 (work) 
508-674-1383 (home) 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-26 
Brenda R. Moreira 


No response necessary. 
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Letter F-27 


Dp 


PO Box 61 
Mansfield, MA 02048 
November 13, 1995 


Ms. Trudy Coxe (EOEA #10509) , NOW 15.1975 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs > : 
100 Cambridge Street (Room 2000) Hi EB A 
Boston, MA 02202 


Dear Ms. Coxe: 

We are writing this letter in support of the MBTA's proposed New Bedford / Fall River 
line through Norton and Attleboro. 

This route makes sense in terms of direction, ridership and cost effectiveness. This area 
needs more commuter rail service in order to accommodate the growing area population whose 
inhabitants are employed in the City of Boston or in the New Bedford and Fall River area. Those 
from the Fall River and New Bedford area who are currently working to the north of where they 
_ live have no alternative at this time but to take to the highways in order to reach their place of 
employment or to take part in all the City of Boston has to offer for recreation, education and 
entertainment. Hence this plan of expansion will have a beneficial affect on our all of our 
communities and will relieve the highway congestion during peak hours by providing safe, 
efficient and economical transportation. 

We have long been supporters of increased rail service, both passenger and freight, and 
look forward to the expansion. 


Very truly yours, 


MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-27 
John & Joan Brandt 

No response necessary. 
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Letter F-28 


WV . Cherry Place 
-¥- aes \ Fall River 

iia Sahenk Steer: | Birchcrest Countryside 
Serving All Faiths Swansea 
and All Nationalities Village (Formerly Donnelly) 

- Fall River 

See atl / INN Eer asad O’Rourke 
Since 187] Fall River 


ASHTON 
COUGHLIN 


D.D. SULLIVAN 
DRISCOLL November 15th of Our 125th Year 


O’ROURKE 22> 


Ms. Trudy Coxe, Secretary 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs juais 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 200 a 
Boston, MA 02202 


Re: Project #10509 
Dear Ms. Coxe: 


I am just old enough to remember when transportation to and from Boston by rail was such a strength 
within our area. While its interruption remains unfortunate, however, we are so encouraged by its anticipated 
retum. Further, that the route proposed evidences such keen study and decision making by those responsible, it 
is by far the most positive route. 


As Chairman of the Greater Fall River Partnership (volunteer) and a Past President of our Fall River Area 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry and owner of the oldest business under continuous family ownership and 
direction in our area spanning 124 years, I know how important this can be, particularly, as we meet the needs of 
the 21st Century. Its cost saving has to be dramatic as folks will use it as versus clogging our highways and 

‘expressways further with vehicles as they commute to and from these areas. 


Beyond this comes the economic resurgence of Southeastern Massachusetts which can be of such advantage 
to our Commonwealth. This is no time for us to be timid. Leadership is necessary as is the need to communicate 
with those who "think" they are going to be disturbed whereas the reality is a lot different than their perception. 


Governor Weld has taken the initiative in having the MBTA expand into this region in order to physically 
tie the City of Fall River with our capital city, Boston. The table has been set by our Governor for this city to 
receive a commuter rail and I whole-heartedly support the position our Governor has taken. 


Please give this matter your immediate consideration. 


Sincerely, 
Savas 4 


sh pee 
(/ LEU / le a 


Sumner James Waring, Jr. 
SJWjr/nh 


Cherry Place 


178 Winter Street, Fall River, MA 02720 FAX 508-676-1926 
(568) 676-1933 ; 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-28 
Ashton Coughlin D.D. Sullivan Driscoll O’Rourke Sumner 
James Waring, Jr. 


No response necessary. 
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Letter F-29 
yh 
David J Heroux yp a 


P.O. Box 6395 
Fall River, Ma 02724 


November 12, 1995 


PEOUIVEN 
Secretary Trudy Coxe | Ce ae 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs An 3 Ee 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 200 sr 
Boston, Mass. 02202 ee 


Dear Secretary Trudy Coxe, 


I am writing to you about project number 10509 which is the project for the 
commuter train connecting Fall River, New Bedford to Boston. I am a concerned tax 
payer who is in favor of the project. 

The people in Fall River are in great depression due to the lack of jobs. I find , asa 
Landlord in Fall River owning 64 apartment units, that vacancies are very high in Fall 
River. Each month that passes I have tenants falling back on there rent and people moving 
because they loss there job and cant find another decent paying job in the city. 

I think this project would help the people of Fall River and business and industry 
tremendously with the new commuter train to Boston. 

People from the Boston Area could move down to a much lower rent district, by 
moving to Fall River and easily get to work in Boston via the comniuter train. 


_ Please vote YES for this Project. Thank You. 


| iL o) 
Dae Heroux 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-29 
David J. Heroux 


No response necessary. 
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Letter F-30 
164 Raymond Street 


Fall River MA 02723 
8 November, 1995 


Trudy Coxe, Secretary q b h f i UF Hl 


Executive Office of Environmental Affairs A r ay 
Attention: MEPA Unit “Uv 10 154 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 2000 


Boston MA02202 0 | ii t P fi 


Dear Ms Coxe: 


_ Recent articles in the local newspapers have discussed concerns about the New Bedford/Fall River rail 
project (EOEA # 10509). These are being voiced primarily by an organization called Citizens Concerned About 
Tracks. They have expressed a preference for the Middleboro route, utilizing the Old Colony lines currently under 
reconstruction. This route was formerly evaluated by the MBTA for New Bedford-Fall River service, and 
determined to be inadequate for several reasons. Nevertheless, this group is attempting to prevent the construction 
of the selected route, and has attracted considerable attention. 

As a commuter and transit advocate, I feel it is necessary to re-affirm the advantages of the selected route. 
The most compelling reason for providing any commuter rail service is to provide access to the greatest number of 
riders, while utilizing the most direct and efficient Toute. MBTA projections show that.the Middleboro option 
would be utilized by fewer commuters. Asa result, the service would operate with a higher net deficit. Service via 
Middleboro is less direct than Attleboro, and there will be more stops en route, since these will be the only trains 
serving the Bridgewaters, Brockton, and Randolph/Holbrook. Furthermore, north of Braintree, there is mostly 
single track, since the right-of-way is shared with the Red Line, and for some of the route, the Southeast 
Expressway. This creates a “bottleneck,” which even the best of scheduling cannot completely overcome. Even the 
most minor equipment or signal problem will cause inevitable delays. The Attleboro route will utilize the high- 
speed Aftrak line, which is tniple-track, and is planned to have only one intermediate stop beyond Taunton. 


town to reach the station. This will discourage ridership from that city. The Attleboro route will also pass through 
the Back Bay station. Many present commuters from Bristol County work in the Hancock/Copley/Prudential area. 
The “Old Colony” route yia Middleboro will force them to take an additional shuttle from South Station. 

Citizens Concerned About Tracks is quoted as being concerned about the “impact our communities and 
our lives and those of future generations.” However, any impact of expanded commuter rail service will be 
significantly less disruptive than that of the multi-lane interstate highways which have been constructed through 
the towns they inhabit in recent decades. Without efficient alternatives for commuters, these highways will 
continue to become more crowded, noisy and polluting, both in terms of air-quality and runoff. 

In conclusion, I would ask that the Executive Office of Environmental Affairs, the State Legislature, and 
the MBTA to carefully consider the true costs, potential drawbacks and possible outcomes, before making any 
decision to modify the New Bedford-Fall River Commuter Rail project. 


Yours Truly, 


Dhankochie aan 


Thomas Atheam 


Cc. Local Legislators 
Ronald C Vining, Community Relations Coordinator, MBTA 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-30 
Thomas Athearn 


No response necessary. 
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Letter F-31 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-31 
Alfred & Kathryin Coray 

No response necessary. 
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Letter F-32 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-32 
Peter B. Gay 

No response necessary. 
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Letter F-33 | 
November 9, 1995 
PPE cee GRE ey 
mig need otter REG CED 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs ry | 
100 Cambridge St. Room 200 HOW 7 sie 
Boston, Ma 02202 
eA 4 “4 a 
EPP 


~ Re: Project # 10509 


Dear Ms. Cox, 


I am writing as a proponent to the proposed MBTA plan to extend rail service from Boston to New 
Bedford and Fall River via Attleboro. 


I have recently read that a group from towns through which the rail will pass have organized to 
make their opposition known and I can appreciate their reservations. However, I feel the benefits to 
both the Boston and Fall River/New Bedford areas far outweigh their concems. 


Not only will this be a boon to the stagnant economic conditions in Fall River and New Bedford, 
but it will also assist the Boston area by providing reasonable transportation to Boston. It will also 
open up the Boston job market to Southeastem residents and allow housing growth in the area 
towns surrounding the proposed rail. 


Many of my neighbors and myself commute from Swansea to Attleboro each day (36 miles round 
trip) to catch the train to Boston. This would assist us and many others by providing easy access to 
a rail stop. 


Thank you for taking the time to read this letter and I hope many others write in support also, 


Gary L. Miller 


a 
jg 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-33 
Gary L. Miller 

No response necessary. 
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MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-34 
Author Not Identified 

No response necessary. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-35 
Avis DeCastra 


No response necessary. 
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Letter F-36 
2-20 


| RECEIVED | Heather A. Graf 


eae 229 N. Worcester St. 
‘SOT 2 3 1995 Norton, Ma. 02766 
(508) 226-0898 


MEpA October 17, 1995 


DF 


‘ 


Scott Harshbarger 
Attorney General 


Dearesir, 


On Sept. 25 I attended the MBTA's meeting in Norton on 
their proposed new rail line between New Bedford/Fall River 
and Boston. 


At that meeting we were informed by representatives of the 
MBTA that copies of the final ENF on this project would be 
sent to individuals who submitted a request in writing. I 
did so, ag did several other people I know. 


We were told the ENF would be made available Oct.1 and 
responses accepted in the Office of Environmental Affairs 
Wirt LeOCthesO. 


Today is Oct. 17, I and others who requested this report 
have received nothing. A few people have gotten Vol. 1 Only, 
but not.Vols. 254. 


How can anyone possibly respond to a 3 volume text of information 
when first they don't have a copy and secondly they are not 
allowed sufficient time to read, much less digest or research 
this information? 


Since the ENF did not become available until Oct.10, and as 

of Cct. 17 full copies have not been received as promised, 

please consider this a formal complaint about due process being | 
Followed by the MBTA and The State in the review of this project. 


Sincerely, 


Heather A. Graf 
CCATS 
CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRAC 


ec. 
Andrew Brennan, MBTA 

Trudy Coxe, Sec. of Environmental Affairs 
Gov. William F. Weld 

Lieut. Gov.Paul Cellucci 

Sen. William Keating 

Rep. Barbara Hyland 

Rep. John Lepper 

The Boston Globe 

The Boston Herald 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-36 
Heather A. Graf 

No response necessary. 
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MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-37 
Patricia A. Dudaly 


No response necessary. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-38 
Judith Vanderpool 
(F-38.1) 
No response necessary. 
(F-38.2) 
No response necessary. 
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} Lette r F-39 
(Oye iia ioe 


October 13 i995 DIF 
cto j — 


Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 


Attn: Secretary Trudy Coxe ahalial 


100 Cambridge Street Rm 2000 


Boston, MA 02202 eee 
’ ‘eGT 1/199 
RE: New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Project é 
Reference #EOEA105S Fs ry A 


Ms Coxe: 


I wish to state, and stress in the strongest possible terms, my 
absolute abhorance of the proposed railroad line going through 
the Attleboro, MA area. I certainly hope this is not a "fait 
accompli" and possibly, along with many of my neighbors and 
other surrounding town members, we can exert enough pressure to 
overrule the "Proposed New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail 
Project" from running through our collective backyards. 


I have lived in Attleboro, in the same home, for over 23 years. 

I live in a section of town running parallel to the proposed line 
where there are only single family homes, residents of middle to 
upper class means, who chose that area for its attractiveness and 
family oriented values. I do not want to live "next to the 
tracks". Aside from devaluating my property, I do not want to 
have only a choice of moving out of the area or living with the 
trains. It is really too much to bear. You cannot expect 

people who may have a major financial investment in their homes, 
due in part to the area, to just idly sit by and allow a 
politically motivated project like this in our backyards. 


There are other areas to the north and east of Attleboro that have 
existing track which should be upgraded to use. The ride time 

from New Bedord & Fall River’ to Boston is so close to the drive 

time as to be of little value to any commuter. I do not see E3901 
where many people in those two cities will actually use the 7 
railroad for commuter purposes. The people who can afford the 
monthly pass cost will probably either try to relocate closer to 
Boston or find in the end, that the jobs do not offer enough of 

a pay incentive to commute for an hour & a half. How they get 

to the train station and where they park is another problem that 

will no doubt affect ridership. Also, I have heard from the 

MBTA’s own people that the profit on the proposed run is less 

than any of their other commuter runs. This will end up as a 
behemoth that no one wants to support and a logistical nightmare. 
Unfortunately, the damage will already have been done if this 

project is allowed to come to fruition. 


Of ccurse, there is also the question or suspicion that the real 
reason for the rail line is to ferry people to the new casinos 
that are due to come into the New Bedford/Fall River area. Since 
the area is already embracing this venture, how better to supply 
the area with fodder for the gambling mills. Since the Governor 
has already sworn to help that depressed area, how better than 

to allow ready transportation. Help is all well and good as long 
as they do not traipse through my backyard to get there. 


I certainly hope there is some way to dissuade the Governor and 
the Commonwealth from this proposed project or there will be an 
uproar from the voters of this area that will deafen even the 
sounds of those proposed trains going through. 


Please rethink this proposal and find either an alternative 
route and upgrade those lines or just forget the whole thing. 
People have always found a way to get to work if they really 
wanted to find a way. And certainly, people have always found a 
way to get from one pieasure resort to another. We do not want 
this railroad in our backyard nor do we paar need it here. 
Please overrule this proposal and leave our homes as they are, 

a little piece of the good life we have all worked very hard to 
get and keep. Would you like this track and the constant sound 
of trains@in* your “back? yard? 2 Think abouts1c. 


Sincerely, 


Martha C Wallace 
11 Northfield Road 
Attleboro, MA 02703 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-39 
Martha Wallace 


(F-39.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


There are other areas to the north and east of Attleboro that have 
existing track which should be upgraded to use. 


Each of the existing track segments were looked at to determine 
viable alternatives for this service. The current Attleboro Alignment 
allows better access for residents to the station and therefore has 
better ridership numbers. However, based on subsequent analyses, 
the MBTA has selected the Stoughton Alternative as a result of 
higher ridership, better air quality and transportation benefits, and 
less loss of wetland. (See Chapter 3). 
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Letter F-40 
Susan Rysz 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-40.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The environment would be better served with the use of over $150 
million tax dollars on a line that goes to Middleborough which is 
more or less straight than on this project which goes through 
Attleboro.. 


The Middleborough Alternatives (Service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) were not selected due to the longer travel 
times, lower ridership, capacity constraints and operational 
problems on the Old Colony mainline north of Braintree, and the 
restricted service to commuters. The lack of feasible sites for 
construction of the Lakeville and East Taunton Commuter Rail 
Stations also was a factor in the rejection of this alternative. (See 
Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 


(F-40.2) 


MAWATRIiTE\05S921\IDOCE SREPORTS\ 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The train line should stop in Middleborough. It doesn’t need to be 
extended to New Bedford or Fall River. 


The extension of rail service to New Bedford and Fall River allow the 
MBTA to serve these populations with commuter rail service. These 
passengers contribute to the viability of the service and remove a 
greater amount of pollutants per passenger from the air as they have 
longer commutes. The Fall River and New Bedford communities 
have strongly supported rail service (See Chapter 2 and 3 of this 
DEIR). 
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Letter F-41 
Elsie Souza 


MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-41.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The $150 million in State taxpayers money should be used for 
research of electric cars and not this project. 


The building of this rail extension will provide similar benefits as the 
research of electric cars — cleaner air. This extension, however, will 
also provide a lasting infrastructure which will help people get to 
work, school and other locations as well as acting as a catalyst for 
economic development by improving access to and from 
southeastern Massachusetts. 


(F-41.2) 


MAWATR\TE\05921\DOCES\REPORTS\ 
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Issue: 


Response: 


Iam also concerned with all the crossings at road intersections. 


Each of the crossings will be studied to ensure optimal safety 
features are provided. These may include signs and signalization as 
well as operational procedures such as horns and reduced travel 
speeds. 
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Letter F-42 


301 Pike Avenue 
Attleboro, MA 02703 


November 9, 1995 Rp pe 
Ms. Trudi Coxe ia ere 
Sec. of Environmental A ffairs acs . 
100 Cambridge St. ME pe 
Room 2000 : | 


Boston, MA 02202 
Dear Ms. Coxe: 


The proposed MBTA project that will take trains through Attleboro to 
provide service to southern Massachusetts cities is one that we are strongly 
opposed to. As Attleboro residents and homeowners, we believe that such a 
route will negatively impact our lives. We live near Norton and do not feel 
that this project will in any way benefit our community, but will cause noise 
pollution and traffic congestion and delays. 


F-42.1 


We ask you to please listen to the voices of opposition to the project and 
work to find a more equitable solution to the need for commuter rail service. 


Sincerely yours, 


~ Tricia & Alan Svendsen 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-42 
Tricia & Alan Svendsen 


(F-42.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


This project will not benefit the community of Norton. It will cause 
noise pollution and traffic congestion and delays. 


Please see Sections 4.7 (Noise and Vibration) and 4.5 (Traffic) for 
appropriate environmental impacts and mitigation measures. The 
MBTA’s preferred alternative (Stoughton Alternative) does not affect 
the Town of Norton. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-43 
Jean DeFlamunis 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-43.2) 


Issue: 


Response: 


Effects on the communities will be disastrous due to increased traffic 
jams and safety concerns. 


Each of these stations are designed to take cars off the road. Transit 
access to the station will be provided but there will be cars accessing 
and egressing the station throughout the day. Careful attention will 
be paid to the traffic plans to ensure this happens smoothly. In 
addition, each of the crossings will be studied to ensure optimal 
safety features are provided. These may include signs and 
signalization as well as operational procedures such as horns and 
reduced travel speeds. 


Effects on the communities will be disastrous due to pollution and 
noise. 


The ENF addressed impacts from noise and air pollution associated 
with the Attleboro Alternative. This DEIR (Sections 4.6 and 4.7) 
addresses impacts associated with the Stoughton Alternative. While 
any new commuter rail service would result in some air and noise 
impacts, these effects cannot be characterized as “disastrous” and are 
equivalent to those experienced in numerous Massachusetts 
communities. 
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Letter F-44 


117 Barrows Street 
Norton, MA 02766 
October 27, 1995 


Trudy Coxe 

Secretary of Environmental A iaire NOV 1995 
The State House 

Boston, MA 02133 3 "i E Pp 


Dear Ms. Coxe: 


This letter is an appeal to you to knock some heads together concerning the proposes MBTA line 
to serve New Bedford/Fall River through Norton and Attleboro. 


The MBTA feasibility study of May of this year recommended that the line from Boston pass 
through Stoughton to New Bedford. The SRPEDD recommended that the line go through 
Middleboro. Since they evidently could not agree they propose to route the line in a roundabout 
path that cannot possibly satisfy any goals in terms of cost effectiveness or ridership. 


Especially in view of the recent tragedy in Illinois involving a school bus and a train, local 

_ residents are understandably concerned about the increased hazard of substantially more rail 
traffic on existing rail lines, and the construction of more potential trouble spots by building an 
additional crossing in Norton (over heavily traveled Richardson Avenue) and disrupting traffic for 
an extended period to build either a bridge or a tunnel to cross heavily traveled Route 123. Note 
also that the proposed passenger traffic would share a single-track line with rail freight traffic, an 
invitation to disaster. | 


F-44 


The proposed route does not make any sense. Please encourage the squabbling MBTA and 
SRPEDD personnel to restudy their decisions and come up with a more satisfactory plan. 


Cordially yours, 


Cio! ale 


Richard L. Krumm 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-44 
Richard Krumm 


(F-44.1) 


Issue: Residents are concerned about the increased hazard of substantially 
more rail traffic on existing rail lines, and the construction of more 
potential trouble spots by building an additional crossing in Norton 
and disrupting traffic for an extended period to build either a bridge 
or a tunnel to cross heavily traveled Route 123. Note: the proposed 
passenger traffic would share a single-track line with rail traffic, an 
invitation to disaster. 


Response: Each of the rail lines in the preferred alternative will have enough 
capacity to operate the proposed new trips. Construction phases 
will use schedules and techniques to minimize impacts on the 
community or traffic. 
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Letter F-45 


Secretary Trudy Coxe 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs ping Mee 
100 Cambridge St. awd, | aw] er 
Room 2000 


Boston MA D2202 
| MEPS 
Secretary Coxe: j 


The purpose of this letter is to voice my concern regarding the MBTA’s proposal 
begin commuter rail service to New Bedford and Fall River. 


My wife and I are originally from New Bedford. I lived in Waltham, MA f 
approxinately ten years, and commuted to Boston on the commuter rail for five 
those years. The main reasons I took the commuter rail was that the parking yw 
easier than downtown, and that the trip took less time than other optio 
available to me. The commuter rail was quicker than the express busses or the r 
line from the Alewife station. 


The proposal of the MBTA is to run the commuter rail from New Bedford and Fa 
River though Attleboro. This trip is estimated to take one hour and twen 
minutes from New Bedford. Having taken the commuter rail in the past, and knowi 
many people in New Bedford who commute to Boston each day, I can tell you I don 
know anyone, myself and my wife included, who will take the commuter rail fron N 
Bedford. I can take an American Eagle bus from New Bedford, and be at the b 
terminal across from South Station in approximately 50 minutes. Taking t¢t 
commuter rail will add approximately one hour to my travel time each day. 
workday is long enough. There is no possible way I will be taking the comnut 
rail as currently proposed. 


I feel in these times of financial hardships for everyone, including the State 
Massachusetts, $156 million could be better spent. It may be more economical ¢ 
have commuter rail service through Taunton, and ask riders to drive 20 minutes t 
the end of the line. I have a difficult time justifying in my mind spending al 
these tax dollars, when the state’s prisons are so full that we let murderers 
rapists, child molesters, and drug dealers out of prison with minimal time served 
or the education system in the state is crumbling. 


I have heard that part of the push to extend the commuter rail to New Bedford i 
to service the proposed casino. I feel it is unlikely that many people will. 
again, take a train that will take one hour and twenty minutes when they coult 
drive down in less time. 


I have also heard people speaking of the economic boom that the train will bring 
to Taunton, New Bedford, and Fall River. In my experience, the only businesses 
that see increases in business are coffee shops and dry cleaners. No one vil) 
take a train from Boston to do some shopping in downtown Taunton or Nev Bedford. 


Our home is close to the proposed route. We moved to Berkley to enjoy the 
ruralness of the community. This train will destroy this feeling in town. 


My wife and I, both registered voters, feel strongly about this issue, Secretary 
Coxe, and ask that you do not support this proposal. 


Sincerely, | 
ae # Vin ‘6 oy a ink: y * 
HH CELA CE DME CLE 


Fee 
« 


MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-45 
Shelly Moreau? 
No response necessary. 
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Letter F-—46 


TIMOTHY & ELIZABETH FISHER 
262 So. Worcester Street 
Norton, MA 02766 


(508) 285-2843 
November 8, 1995 neecir 
RECENED 
NOV 7 2 1995 
Ms. Trudy Coxe ih 
(EOEA #10509) | MERA 


Sec. of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 2000 
Boston, MA 02202 


Dear Ms. Coxe: 


We are greatly disturbed by the MBTA’s plan to possibly run the New Bedford/Fall River line 
through the residential town of Norton. This proposed line will cross streets (at street level) 
which are heavily traveled, and will interfere greatly with traffic on these routes. Also, many 
children play close to these crossing areas and will, therefore, be in great danger if this proposal 
is accepted. 


When we purchased our home five years ago as first-time buyers, we considered Norton an ideal 
location to raise a family and plant our roots. However, if this proposal is realized, a very quiet 
residential town will be faced with intolerable noise, traffic and safety issues. We, along with 
many other property owners in Norton, will be forced to consider relocation at a time when 
property values will be seriously compromised. 


We are writing to you now to seek your help in stopping this proposal from being realized. The 


economic welfare of many hard-working families is at stake if the MBTA is permitted to destroy 
the tranquillity and desirability of the Norton/Attleboro communities. 


saton 
S. Fisher 


Sincerely, 


ZG He 


Timothy W. Fisher 


COME GAT 


MBTA: GO THE OTHER WAY!!! 


Letter F-46 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Timothy & Elizabeth Fisher 


(F-46.1) 


MAWATRITEW0S921\IDOCESIREPORTS\ 
DEIR\CHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS DOC 


Issue: 


Response: 


The proposed line through Norton will cross streets (at street level) 
which are heavily traveled and will interfere greatly with traffic on 
these routes. Children playing close to the crossing areas will be in 
great danger. 


Traffic impacts at each of the crossings will be minimal. Each of the 
crossings will be studied to ensure optimal safety features are 
provided. These may include signs and signalization as well as 
operational procedures such as horns and reduced travel speeds. 
The rail line, in the vicinity of residences and crossings, will be 
protected by fencing. The MBTA will implement “Operation 
Lifesaver”, a public safety education program, prior to initiating rail 
service. 
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Letter F-47 


e of the dr, 
Welland. 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-47 
John J. Killion, M.D., F.A.A.P. 


(F-47.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


More appropriate routes could be established to link trains to New 
Bedford, Fall River and Boston rather than going through Attleboro. 


Several alternatives have been studied to determine the most 
appropriate link for service between New Bedford, Fall River and 
the City of Boston. Each of these alternatives are being carefully 
considered to select the best opportunity for providing this service. 
(See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 
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Letter F-48 
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Secretary Trudy Coxe November 3, 1995 


Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 2000 

Boston, Ma 02202 — 

Res EOEA #10509 


Dear Ms. Coxe: 


The following comments: and concerns, regarding the 
proposed New Bedford/Fall River Commiter Rail Project by MBTA 
are furnished. 


, 1. The Notification states that no dredging is 
required yet Figures; 1 and 3.2.1 both indicate placement of the 
new: segment of track through m body of water at the approachto 
the intersection of the existing Attleboro Secondary Line near: 
Attleboro/Norton line. Dredging for m firm base will be necessary. 


F-4 


é. The amount of bordering vegatative wetlands stated 
in the Notification is; grossly understated. F_4 


3. The: discussions oni increased noise exposure does 
not. taxe into consideration those adverségaffect{ disturbances) 
on the quality of life and health of residents beyond 1000 feet from 
the rail corridor. Apparently the increase in the number of 
‘incidents, approwimately sixty fold, also has not been considered, F- 


i. There is no quanitative informatiom provided on the 
negative impacts: from increased nitrogen oxides emissions. F-4 


S- The increase in auto emissions caused by queues 
at grade crossings has mot. been included in th air quality 
analysigss: Using information provided in the Notification, F-4 
this: approaches: an additinal 280 vehicle-hours per day. 


yee 6. The statement on Socioeconomics on Page is incomplete, 
inaccurate and self-serving. A. complete new study and quantitative 
analysis: should be provide, especially for: the Attleboro/Norton 
APC &.. 


7+ Consideration should be given to the increase in 
the probability of accidents: occuring due to the substantial F—48.7 
increase in rail traffic at much higher speeds. Although all the » 
latest safety features park be provided, the probility of an 
accident exists. 


8.. It would appear that the schedule for the start- 
up of interim service by the fall of 1997 is optomistic,. 


Thank you for reviewing, the above concrns' and comments. 
It would appear that a full Envirgmental Impact Statement is 


warrented.. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-48 
F.W. Moehle, P.E. 


(F-48.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-48.2) 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-48.3) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The ENF states that no dredging is required, yet Figures 1 and 3.2.1 
both indicate placement of the new segment of track through a body 
of water at the approach to the intersection of the existing Attleboro 
Secondary Line near the Attleboro/Norton line. Dredging for a firm 
base will be necessary. 


No dredging (removal of sediments from the substrate of a water 
body) will be necessary for the construction of the commuter rail 
extension. Any water body crossing would be designed to use a 
bridge structure on pilings. The Bypass would not cross any water 
body. 


The amount of bordering vegetative wetlands stated in the ENF is 
grossly understated. 


Section 4.1 of this DEIR provides an analysis and summary of 
potential wetland impacts, which were determined using the best 
available information. 


The ENF discussion of increased noise exposure does not take into 
consideration residents beyond 1000 feet from the rail corridor. The 
increase in the number of incidents, approximately 60 fold, also has 
not been considered. 


The noise analysis, presented in the ENF and Section 4.7 of this 
DEIR, determined that no adverse noise impacts would occur at 
distances greater than 1000 feet from the tracks. The frequency of 
noise impacts is directly related to the number of trains, projected to 
be 40 trains/day for the Stoughton Alternative. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-48.4) 


Issue: 


Response: 


There is no quantitative information provided on the negative 
impacts from increased nitrogen oxides emissions. 


Section 4.6 of the DEIR presents the air quality analysis of the 
Stoughton Alternative. The Massachusetts Department of 
Environmental Protection’s comment letter is included in the 
appendix. 


Issue: 


Response: 


Increase in auto emissions caused by queues at grade crossings has 
not been included in the air quality analysis. 


The air quality analysis addressed vehicle queuing in three areas. 
The hotspot (microscale) analysis evaluated the most congested 
locations in the study area to ensure that no violations of the carbon 
monoxide pollution standard would occur from the project. The 
regional (mesoscale) analysis included vehicle queuing in estimating 
the study area emissions of vehicle trips being eliminated by the 
commuter rail service. Section 4.6 of this DEIR presents the air 
quality analysis. 


(F-48.6) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The statement on socioeconomics in the ENF is incomplete, 
inaccurate and self-servicing. A complete new study and 
quantitative analysis should be provided, especially for the 
Attleboro/Norton area. 


Please see Response to Comment C-2.3. 


(F-48.7) 


MAWATR\TE\OS921\DOCES\REPORTS\ 


DEIR\CHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS DOC 


Issue: 


Consideration should be given to the increase in the probability of 
accidents occurring due to the substantial increase in rail traffic at 
higher speeds. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: 


The issue of grade crossing safety was touched upon in numerous 
comment letters. There are a number of grade crossings throughout 
the existing MBTA commuter rail system. The MBTA works with 
Operation Lifesaver to educate the public regarding the issues 
associated with crossings and trespassing on the railroad right-of- 
way. In fact, the MBTA undertook a major public awareness 
program prior to the implementation of service on the Old Colony 
Lines in 1997. Each grade crossing along the preferred alignment 
(Attleboro or Stoughton) will be fully evaluated at the design stage 
of the project to insure that the appropriate level of protection is 
provided. A number of factors need to be evaluated when 
considering the appropriate treatment for grade crossings. These 
factors include but are not limited to: sight distance for approaching 
automobiles and trains, the location of adjacent streets and 
driveways, the volume of automobile and train traffic at the crossing, 
the importance of the street and the rail line, and documented safety 
concerns at the crossing in question. Treatments include “Stop” sign 
control at private and low volume crossings, full protection 
including gates and lights at higher volume crossings, to full grade 
separation. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-49 
Mr. & Mrs. Dennis Amaral 


No response necessary. 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-50 
Author not Identified 
No response necessary. 
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MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-51 
Stephen Castellina 


(F-51.1) 


Issue: Iam writing to expose my opposition to the project. I have a surface 
well and do not want spraying of herbicides on the tracks which will 
get into the groundwater. 


Response: Section 4.2 of this DEIR addresses potential surface and groundwater 
impacts. The MBTA will adhere to all applicable regulations 
concerning the use of herbicides, and will manage vegetation in 
accordance with the MBTA’s approved vegetation management 
plan. 
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Letter F-52 


KEITH K. DAVISON 
37 Hastings St., #206-ME 
West Roxbury, MA 02132 


(617) 327-5761 D 4 


: OVOP rn 
October 30, 1995 REDEHVER 
ROY 5 1995 


Trudy Coxe, Secretary, EOEA | hj f j 

attn: MEPA Unit awe fax 727-2754 
100 Cambridge St., 20th Floor | 
Boston, MA 02202 


es EOEA #10509 - New Bedford / Fall River Commuter Rail Expansion - MBTA 


For this project to be advanced in this way at this time is an outrage, violating 
established public policies and processes. 


The Attleboro alignment is an unfounded "compromise" - much more expense than 
buses, but many fewer riders then the Stoughton alignment. 


SAY fo a / y . 
ie. VE ee 


ENF IV: Planning Consistency 

Violates established priorities in the PMT and TIP. It makes a mockery of the 
MAPC, JRTC, and the public participation processes central to ISTEA. Failure to F-52. 
coordinate across state lines violates New England regional transportation planning 
efforts. | 


The lip service paid to intermodalism is particularly offensive, as the project will destroy 
existing commuter bus services. The proposed service improvements could be much 
more efficiently provided by buses. Specific connecting services to feeder buses and 
shuttles are not even proposed. 


F-52: 


The "public participation" processes mentioned in the document consider only the 

southern communities affected. The large significance of this project for the existing E594 
system, Boston, the Metropolitan region, even the MBTA itself (the supposed 

proponent) is not mentioned. 


It is absurd to extend service to a new region like this at great expense-without first 
establishing long-term arrangements for participation in MBTA assessments. 


_-EOEA #10509 - New Bedford / Fall River Commuter Rail Expansion - MBTA 
October 30, 1995 
Page Iwo 


Public Meeting Notes - 19sep95 p.2: 

Q - "Is the project unstoppable?" 

A - "The project has the support of the governor." 

Are we, then, an arbitrary dictatorship? In the decades to come, many governors will 
come and go. Millions of area residents will be depending on the best transportation 
system we can build. 


New Bedford / Fall River Transportation Infrastructure, the Casino (#10253), and New 
Bedford Airport Expansion (#10316) are each large troubled projects, and they need to 
be planned together. The transportation infrastructure needs to serve the casino 
efficiently, and needs casino ridership to justify its existence. The casino needs efficient 
transportation services. The airport needs efficient intermodal connections and needs 
resources to mitigate wetlands impacts. The ideal solution would be to fully integrate 
the casino with the airport, as an intermodal transportation center. 


Public Meeting Notes - 28sep95 Q-15: 

Since the casino is part of the "hidden agenda" of this project, there is fine irony in the 
statement "there may not be more room on AMTRAK’s shore line to accommodate 
additional trains to serve the casino." All the more reason, one might suppose, to avoid 
the Attleboro routing, or at least take seriously the over-use of the Mainline route this 

_ will contribute to. } 


Appendix C - Feasibility Study 


The serious alternatives are Alts. 4, 5, & 6 which provide service to both New Bedford 
and Fall River and generate substantial new transit riders. 


Table 4 shows the great superiority of the Stoughton routing over Attleboro, generating | 


38% more riders. Trip times are slightly better, but Table 5 shows that the bus 
alternative has substantially better trip times. 


Table 10 shows the lower total weekday train cost of Stoughton compared to Attleboro, 
and Table 11 the significantly lower net daily operating cost, but the bus has 
overwhelmingly lower net daily operating cost. 


Table 12 shows the underlying immense economic superiority of the bus, borne out in 
Tables 13 and 14. The vast mismatch in economic efficiency of bus versus train in this 
instance is indicative of resource efficiency, with serious environmental implications. 


All of the facts and figures show that the sensible alternative is the commuter bus, and 
that the best high-investment alternative, with the greatest benefit in number of new 
transit riders, is the Stoughton routing. 


F-52.4 


F-52.5 


_.EOGA #10509 - New Bedford / Fall River Commuter Rail Expansion - MBTA 
October 30, 1995 
Page Three 


If there is some perverse urge to seriously contemplate the needless expenditure of 
hundreds of millions of dollars rather than ten million dollars, it would be only fair to 
analyze what kind of bus system could be financed for that amount of money. Many 
more new transit riders could be generated statewide, more air quality benefit could be 
obtained, the system would be more flexible, NB & FR could be decently served, and an 
adequate state-wide bus system for the casino could be created (which is bound to 
happen in any event). 


F-5} 


Much of the contemplated routing is through wetlands. The intention to fence the 
ROW further fragments these natural areas. The substantial ROW rehabilitation should 
include ensuring not only abundant and well-maintained hydrological connections across 
the ROWs, but also functional connections for the widest possible range of resident 
species. 


ENV p.7 F: Energy Use and Air Quality Fe 
No acknowledgement of energy use by trains, nor diesel exhaust generated. 


Letter F-52 
Keith K. Davison 


MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-52.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The ENF Planning Consistency section - violates established 
priorities in the PMT and TIP. It makes a mockery of the MAPC, 
JRTC and the public participation process central to ISTEA. Failure 
to coordinate across state lines violates New England regional 
transportation planning efforts. 


The New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail project has had an 
extensive public participation process. Implementation of this 
project has become a regional priority as documented by its 
inclusion in local planning documents such as the PMT and TIP. 


(F-52.2) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The project will destroy existing commuter bus services. The 
proposed service improvements could be much more efficiently 
provided by buses. Specific connecting services to feeder buses and 
shuttles are not proposed. 


The Enhanced Bus Alternative was not selected as it did not provide 
the best balance of costs and benefits. Although this alternative had 
the lowest capital and operating costs, it had substantially lower 
ridership than either the Attleboro or Stoughton Alternatives, and 
provided for fewer air quality benefits due to the lower reduction in 
Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMTs). Also the expanded bus service 
option did not provide the economic development benefits of the rail 
options. (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 


(F-52.3) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The “public participation” processes mentioned in the 
ENF consider only the southern communities affected. 


The people living and working in the communities affected clearly 
have the most to say about services in their communities. While the 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


focus of the public participation has been locally, any person is 
welcome and encouraged to provide input into this process. 


(F-52.4) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The New Bedford/Fall River Transportation Infrastructure project, 
the Casino project (EOEA 10253), and the New Bedford Airport 
Expansion (#10316) are each large troubled projects, and they need to 
be planned together. The transportation infrastructure needs to serve 
the casino efficiently, and needs casino ridership to justify its 
existence. The airport needs efficient intermodal connections and 
needs resources to mitigate wetland impacts. The ideal solution 
would be to fully integrate the casino with the airport , as an 
intermodal transportation center. 


The New Bedford/Fall River Rail project is considering land use and 
trip generation abilities throughout the service area. Each of these 
factors has been analyzed to determine its potential impact on 
ridership levels. There are currently no proposals to construct a 
casino in New Bedford or Fall River. 


(F-52.5) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The facts and figures show that the sensible alternative is the 
commuter bus, and that the best high-investment alternative, with 
the greatest benefit in number of new transit riders is the Stoughton 
routing. It would be only fair to analyze what kind of bus system 
could be financed for that amount of money (the cost of the 
proposed rail extension.) 


The Enhanced Bus Alternative was not selected as it did not provide 
the best balance of costs and benefits. Although this alternative had 
the lowest capital and operating costs, it had substantially lower 
ridership than either the Attleboro or Stoughton Alternatives, and 
provided for fewer air quality benefits due to the lower reduction in 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMTs). Also the expanded bus service 
option did not provide the economic development benefits of the rail 
options. (See Chapter 3 of this DEIR). 
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MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-52.6) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The substantial ROW rehabilitation should include ensuring not only 
abundant and well-maintained hydrological connections across the 
ROWs, but also functional connections for the widest possible range 
of resident species. 


Section 4.3 of this DEIR addresses impacts and mitigation for 
wildlife. 


(F-52.7) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


The ENF does not acknowledge energy use by trains, or diesel 
exhaust generated. 


The air quality analysis (Section 4.6 of this DEIR) includes train 
emissions. 
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Letter F-53 
Author Unknown 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-53.1) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


Stoughton route will draw more ridership and cost less to maintain. 
SREDD recommends the Middleborough route. 


Chapter 3 of this DEIR presents a summary of the detailed 
alternatives analysis conducted by the MBTA. 
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John and Rita Martin 7 
66 Summer Street 


Foxborough, MA 02035 
October 28, 1995 RECEWED 


Ms. Trudy Coxe GET 3 1995 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 

100 Cambridge Street MEPA 
Room 2000 


Boston, MA 02202 


Ref.: MEPA Review of Fall River/New Bedford Commuter Rail extension; 
EOEA 10509 


Dear Ms. Coxe: 


Residents of the towns between Canton and Attleboro will suffer serious noise 
and safety impacts as a result of the MBTA’s Fall River / New Bedford proposal. 
The proposal triples the number of commuter trains running through these 
towns. Yet these impacts are not included in the ENF. 


Unfortunately, the MBTA has been insensitive to these issues. This is illustrated 
by their response to your June 29, 1995 certificate of adequacy regarding the 
Northeast Corridor Improvement Project (EOEA 9134). In that decision, you 


discussed a memorandum of agreement (MOA) between the MBTA and Antrak: 


- I am concerned however, that the MOA has not yet been executed, despite many 
months of discussion on this subject and believe that whatever differences May exist 
should be resolved speedily so as to provide the necessary mitigation in a timely 


manner. I therefore condition this certificate of adequacy on receipt of an executed 
copy of the MOA by December 31, 1995. 
- The MOA should address ... implementation of noise/vibration mitigation. ... The 


MOA should also establish a task force whose members include the Department of | 
Environmental Protection (DEP), the Boston Environmental Department (BED), other 
municipal officials and residents from communities adjacent to the tracks. 


Senator William Keating and Representative Barbara Hyland both contacted the 
MBTA to express their interest in this Task Force and its mission. The Towns of 


Foxborough and Mansfield appointed representatives to the Task Force (one of 
us, John, was appointed as Foxborough’s representative). 


The net result?. Nothing! We understand that the MBTA may Organize the 
Task Force sometime next year (your Dec. 31, 1995 deadline notwithstanding). 


This in unacceptable. We ask that you require the MBTA to include the impacts 
of their proposed expansion on al] affected communities. 


In the ENF, the MBTA cites Federal criteria for judging increases in noise level. 
Both the MBTA and Amtrak are making a series of changes that increase noise 
levels. An individual project may not cause a dramatic increase in noise. 
However, the cumulative effect of the projects is substantial. 


-54.2 


LU/307/39 


09:56 Ol 617 937 2034 sSonMBLY ENG. 4003/7003 


You attempted to address cumulative effects in your June 29 decision. 
Unfortunately, the MBTA’s dilatory response is not a good omen. Nor are they 
willing to fund noise barriers’. Therefore, we ask that you take stronger action 
this time to protect suburban neighborhoods from incremental increases in train 
noise like the one represented by this Fall River / New Bedford proposal. 


Safety_is_a more critical issue. Six people have been killed by trains since 1991 
in the stretch of tracks south of our house, in Mansfield. Tripling the number of 


commuter trains will exacerbate this problem. Effective action is needed! 


Both safety and noise problems can, and should, be mitigated. This can be 
accomplished with a combination of speed limits and noise barriers (which also 
serve as fences). . 


Thank you for your attention and support. 


Wa Ta 
an Anode 


John and Rita Martin 


' ENF, Page 5-10: “Noise barriers are usually cost effective only when designed to shield a 
large number of residences spaced close together.” 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-54 
John & Rita Martin 
(F-54.1) 

Issue: Take strong action to protect suburban neighborhoods from 
incremental increases in train noise like the one represented in the 
proposal. 

Response: The MBTA will provide noise mitigation measures that are effective 
and practicable. See Section 4.7 of this DEIR. 

(F-54.2) 

Issue: Tripling the number of commuter trains will exacerbate the safety 
problem in Mansfield. 

Response: The Shore Line through Mansfield has enough capacity to safely 
accommodate additional rail traffic. 
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Secretary Trudy Coxe October 26, 1995 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 

100 Cambridge Street 

Room 2000 

Boston, MA 02202 


Re: EQEA # 10509 
Dear Secretary Coxe: 


It was a pleasure talking with you at the Riverside Circle Drain Project Dedication 
in Marshfield this week. The reasons why I wanted to talk to you briefly was regarding 
the Environmental Notification Form (ENF) for the Fall River / New Bedford Commuter 
Rail Extension, dated September, 1995. You should also be receiving comments from 
other citizens, the Freetown Board of Selectmen and the Freetown Planning Board. These 
Boards’ comments should be similar to my own. 

My first concern is with the proposed location of the Freetown Station. The Town 
has proposed a much more appropriate location for the station at the end of Ridge Hill Rd. F-55.1 

in Freetown, adjacent to existing commercial, industrial development and a moderate 
sized retail area. The Ridge Hill Rd. site is the location of a former sand and gravel 
operation. I strongly support this new location based on the reduced traffic impacts there 
will be to the Town, in particular residential areas. The station location as proposed will 
direct (and double) the traffic down South Main St. and Copicut Rd., an area which is 
predominantly residential. Neighboring residents have a particular concern regarding the 
intersection of Narrows Rd. and South Main St. Narrows Rd. is the only access for 
hundreds of homes in the Assonet Bay Shores. Having the station located on Ridge Hill 
Rd. will resolve these issues. Ridge Hill Rd. is also very close to the existing Rte. 24 
northbound ramp. The ramp could be very easily added to, to allow traffic heading north 
on Rte. 24 to access the station directly. 

The Ridge Hill Rd. location is also more appealing in regard to the neighboring 
land uses. The Copicut Rd. location is in a country setting and directly abuts the 
Freetown State Forest and the Wampanoag Indian reservation. 

Another issue that needs to be addressed is that the station and rails run directly md 1 
over a significant aquifer. There was no mention of the affects of the proposed project on 
the aquifer. 

The last issue I would like to mention is the possible affects of the project on the 
adjacent Terry Brook Dam. The Terry Brook Dam is classified as a high hazard dam. 

The City of Fall River, who own the dam have been ignoring demands made by your 

Office of Dam Safety for many years. I would highly appreciate it if you make sure that 

the MBTA considers the impacts on this dam and more so if you could assist in forcing rire 5 
the City of Fall River in taking the measures required to make the dam safe. 


Thank you very much for your time. IfI can be of any assistance, please feel free 
to call. | 


Sincerely, 


Thomas E. Daley, P.E. 
101 South Main Street 
Assonet, MA 02702 
Stoughton Eng. Dept. 
former Marshfield D.P.W. 
(H) (508) 644-3379 

(W) (617) 341-1300 x264 


MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-55 
Thomas Daley 


(F-55.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-55.2) 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-55.3) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The Town of Freetown has proposed a more appropriate location for 
the station at the end of Ridge Hill Road. 


In response to comments on the ENF and community concerns, the 
Freetown Station has been relocated as described in Chapter 2 of this 
DEIR. 


There was no mention of the effects of the proposed project on the 
aquifer. 


Section 4.2 of this DEIR addresses impacts to surface and 
groundwater resources. 


The Terry Brook Dam is classified as a high hazard dam. The MBTA 
should consider the impacts on this dam and more so if you could 
assist in forcing the City of Fall River in taking the measures 
required to make the dam safe. 


Potential impacts to the structural integrity of this dam will be 
determined during the subsequent design phase of the project. 
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Letter F-56 
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Adolf W. & Virginia R. Arnold 


34 Forge Road Tel: 508-644-53 78 

Assonet, MA 02702 Fax: 508-644-3456 

Secretary Trudy Ge 26 October 1995 Taili- 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs RE CE VED 


100 Cambridge Street tan 4 
Room 2000 : : BEF 3 3 1995 
Boston, Massachusetts 02202 M F PA 


SUBJECT: Environmental Notification Form EOEA # 10509 
Proposed New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Project 


Dear Madam Secretary: 


Thank you for your note I received today concerning the extension of time for 
submitting and your inclusion of persons to receive comments on this subject. 


To simplify matters, I enclose a Photocopy of my letter that I sent to Mr. 
Andrew Brennan on 20 October 1995, plus copies to the Board of Assessors, Board 
of Selectmen (both in Freetown), Senator Thomas Norton and State Representative 
Albert Herron. 


We moved to this spot ten years ago to live in peace and quiet for the rest of 
our life. Please don't let them take that away from us, 


Respectfully submitted, 


——— 


| 


Adolf W. & Virginia R. Amol 


34 Forge Road Tel: 508-644-5378 
Assonet, MA 02702 Fax: 508-644-3456 
Mr. Andrew D. Brennan 20 October 1995 
Manager of Environmental Affairs . 
MBTA 


Ten Park Plaza 
Boston, MA 02116-3974 


SUBJECT: Environmental Notification Form, EOEA #10509 
Dear Mr. Brennan: 


We, Adolf W. Amold and Virginia R. Amold, would like to go on record as 
Opposing the proposed rail service to Fall River because: 


l. Our property is only approx. 79 feet from the rail line. Forge Road 
Crosses the rail line just in front of our house. Due to the architectural layout of this 
log house, the bedroom cannot be relocated to the rear of the house. 


our property, forcing us to lose many hard-eamed dollars. Our value, of course, is 
based on actual dollars spent by us. 


ay My wife Virginia is severely handicapped after seven major operations, 
She has a HP license plate. She has trouble falling and staying asleep, among other 
things. In order to fall asleep, she has to take various medications as prescribed by 
two doctors. The anticipated noise of the hom (or whistle) and the crossing bells 


F—56.1 


F—56.2 


rade a OL a. 0-8 


4. My wife has a relatively large pitcher collection ranging from very 
small to large pitchers that are neatly displayed. It is her pride and joy. We fee] that 
the vibratory input could easily topple and break many pitchers. . 


hy I too had serious medical problems (cancer, Prostate, etc) and am 
hoping to live a quiet live ina Spot we both like, 34 Forge Road. Both of us love the 


and vibration causes us great anxiety, 


the ENF. The rail crossings I am referring to are the crossings at Forge Road. MP 2.4 F-56.4 


(9.67), the Richmond Road (Route 79) crossing MP 2.4 (9.71), and another Forge 
Road crossing MP 2.7 (9.96), as shown on your maps contained in the ENF. 


8. Regarding the 3-volume set of documents I would like to comment 

that it is: 

a) too much to read, never mind to understand for a normal person, 
‘unless one spends many hours. 


about it, thus Wasting a lot of taxpayers dollars if the project 
would be defeated, or 

C) a typical Sovernment assumption that "The public be damned" and 
that the entire Project would be stuffed down our throats, no 
Matter what. 


It would be easy for anyone to Say that ama typical guy who likes 
something, "but not in his backyard". Not true. Now that you know 
some of the circumstances, would you or the other "politicians" like to 

live here? 


Sh My final questions are: 
a) Is my home stil] my castle? 
b) What, if anything, can We do about this impending "disaster"? 


We would like to live in peace and quiet for the rest of our lives. We have 
sacrificed much along the way . We had picked this spot because of its nice setting, its 
unhurried way of life, quiet rural atmosphere, and small-town attitude. Now what? 
You have your rights; what are ours? 


Respectfully submitted, 


Le ala sia 7 
(doit w. old . Virginia R. Arnold . 


~ 


ee 


20 October 1995 


cc: Board of Assessors, Freetown, MA 
cc Board of Selectmen, Freetown, MA 
cc: State Senator 


cc: Congressman 


Letter F-56 


Adolf & Virginia Arnold 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-56.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


Forge Road crosses the rail line just in front of our house. Due to the 
architectural layout of this log house, the bedroom cannot be 
relocated to the rear of the house. 


The MBTA will work with local homeowners to minimize the sound 
impact of this new service. 


(F-56.2) 


Issue: 


Response: 


The train operation would start at around 5:30 AM until 11:30 PM for 
about 30 passenger plus freight trains. The anticipated noise of the 
horn or whistles will deprive us of sleep. 


The MBTA will work with local homeowners to minimize the noise 
impact of this new service. 


(F-56.3) 


Issue: 


Response: 


We feel that the vibratory input could easily topple and break many 
pitchers my wife’s large pitcher collection. 


The MBTA will work with local homeowners to minimize the 
vibration impact of this new service. 


(F-56.4) 


MAWATR\TE\05921\DOCES\REPORTS\ 


DEIR\CH9-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


Response: 


Our home at 34 Forge Road is allegedly the site of the oldest house in 
Assonet. It is in the Historic District as shown in Figure 3.2-1, Sheet 
16 of the ENF. We are concerned about the rail crossings 


A detailed vibration analysis will be conducted during the design 
phase of the project to develop mitigation measures, if appropriate, 
to mitigate any impacts to historic properties. 


9-156 Response to Comments 


a Letter F-57 


10/26/95 ‘aGt J 1995 | Hugh 9). Buchanan Jr. 
19 Richardson Ave 
Vi F PA Attleboro, MA 02703 
. 508-222-5451 


Trudy Coxe: 


First off, if you already have recieved a copy of my four page letter, this 
one is just insurance. I am writing you this letter to voice my absolute op- 
position to the BTA planned bypass through the Attleboro-Norton area. The 
environmental damage this bypass would cause to this area is enormous!!! [I 
spend a lot of time in these woods and surrounding swamplands. I have spent 
much time observing the wildlife and just the natural beauty of this area. 
The bypass would completely destroy the delicate balance that exist here. 
There is no way nature and this bypass cauld exist together. I feel nature 
should not be the loser here, instead, the bypess should be the laser. This 
area has already been upset twice before when the powerlines went through. It 
should not be disturbed again!!! Part of the land that this bypass would pess 
through is owned by my family. This land hes been in my family for over 150 
years. JI will defend this land to my last breath if necessary. I say this 
not as a threat but to convince you how important this land is to the sur- 
rounding environment. If the M3TA is determined to run treins through this 
area, they will do so only on existing tracks. I have enclosed a four page 
letter that lists 2 lot of problems with this bypass proposal. I would asx 
that you respond to me in writing on this issue as soon as possible. Any 
help you could provide on this issue would be greatly appreciated. This 
bypass must not be built. It must be stopped now, before any more of our 
tax dollars are wasted on it. Thanks for taking the time to read these 


letters. 


Sincerely, 
Hugh J). Buchanan Jr. 


October 1995 Hugh D. Buchanan Jr. 
. 19 Richardson Ave 
Attleboro, MA 02703 
508-222-5451 


MBTA, or Whom it may concern: 


I am writing this letter to voice my absolute opposition to your proposal to run 
a railroad bypass through ny family's land-in Attleboro! I live at 19 Richardson 
Ave in Attleboro. JI have lived here all my life. At this time there are a lot of 
upset residents in this area. I grew up in the woods you ‘are proposing to destroy 
with your bypass. You must understand the special natural balance that exists in 
these woods. To this day I spend a lot of time in these woods. This area has re- 
-Mained undisturbed for a long time,’ my aim is to see that it continues to be undis- 
turbed!!! There is a lot of plantlife and wildlife that thrives here. Your prop- 
osal will undoubtedly destroy this delicate balance that exists in this area, and 
that is morally wrong! Myself and many others will fight you every inch of the 
way. Here are just some of the obvious reasons that I ask you to rethink your 
plans and find an alternate route. 


1. ENVIRONMENTAL DESTRUCTION; 
Your proposal will completely destroy a number of woodlands and wetlands. If I'm 
not mistaken, a new wetlands law requires that there be at least 21 consecutive Fae 
days of surface water during the growing season to qualify for protection. I can : 
assure you that most of this area meets if not Surpasses these guidelines. Don't 
you people dare mess with nature. There is a lot of wildlife in this area, Ina 
recent hearing in Attleboro, MBTA officials were read a list of some of then, I 
Was at that hearing myself You don't seem to understand the devastitation your 
proposal will cause in this area. Nature manages a very special and complicated 
balance here. I spend a lot of time in these woodlands and swamps observing and 
Studying the life that exists here. I wish you people could see the grand 
scheme, natures scheme, not man's destructive Ways. You will not be allowed to 
destroy this small but extremely important natural area. The Only people to ben- 
ifit from your plans are people that don't even live in this area. If your people 
were listening at the Attleboro hearing, NO ONE there was in favor of your plans. 
Absolutely NO ONE!!! The only people that are in favor of this are the people 
that will gain financially. This is the U.S.A., the land of \:"WE THE PEOPLE"!!! 
I have much more on environmental issues, but I'll save that for a later date. 


2. UNFAIR TO AREA RESIDENTS: 
Do you realize the living hell you will be creating for people living along the 
proposed route of your bypass? I can't imagine you do, or you wouldn't be trying 
to jam these trains down our throats.. If your people were listening to residents 
at your hearings, everyone was against it, everyone. You tried to buy Norton, MA 
residents by offering to build a train station in thier town. What was the re- 
sponse, “take your trains and your station out of here! Are you people deaf or 
What? You @t@ using our own tax dollars to destroy @fe quiet neighborhoods, In 
some areas along the route of your proposed bypass, the trains would be passing 
only a few feet from peoples homes. You said there is technology to ease the F-57.2 
noise and vibration caused by the trains. Be serious, what if you just wanted 
to sit outside in your yard and relax? If you haven't figured it out yet, we 
don't want or need your trains here, Now or any other time, 


3. DISORGANIZATION: 
Obviously you didn't do much investigating before going forward with your plans. 


» hg ae errs 
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Did you people talk to any residents of this area before going forward with this? 
The obvious answer is NO!!! Maybe you should have. You could find yourselves in 
a deep swamp of legal problems. I find it hard to believe that you people didn't 
know there are private property owners involved. While we are on the subject of 
private property, what does the term "PRIVATE PROPERTY" mean to you? To me and 
probably almost everyone else it means you must ask permission of the gay 
property owners to enter on to their land!!! At least two times in recent months 
there has been surveying done along the powerlines. That constitutes tresspassing 
in my book, and legal books as well. Who do you people think you are? It's ob- 
vious to me that I must now keep a watchful eye.on my family's land for further 
violations. I warn you, no further violations- will be tolerated!!! I also will 
be contacting other property owners about violations to their property. If any 
of your people, or anyone conected to you are found on my land again, I will 
personally escort you off the property!!! If it happens again, a legal route 
will be pursued. You have now been warned twice: The first warning was a verbal 
warning and is on record from the hearing in Attleboro, on 9/21/95, the second 
warning is this letter. This is just one small problem for you to consider. 
Don't forget, a lot of small problems can add up to an unsurmountable obstacle 
that you have brought onto yourselves. It is completely up to you whether or 
not these problems "snowball", JI promise to bog you down in your efforts to 
destroy my land!!! Think of the legal cost to you, not to mention what it will 
do to your schedule. Don't try to get our taxes raised to pay for your lack of 
foresight in these issues. 

I truly believe that the MBTA's right hand has no idea what it's left hand is 
doing. Example: It seems the MBTA was trying to purchase a building in the 
town of Sommerville. As the purchase approached finalization,: low and behold, 

4t turns out the MBTA already owned the building. If that is the sort of thing 
you do with our tax money, we (THE PEOPLE) are in serious trouble. To sum up 
this section of my letter, when a project of this magnatude is undertaken, all 


‘parts of the plan should be fully researched. In this case one of your first 


steps should have been to address the residents of the area that would be most 
adversely affected. There are certain steps that should be,taken in any pro- 

ject. By skipping the preliminary steps on this project, you have caused the 

public out cry you are now faced with. 


4, ALTERNATE ROUTES AVAIIABIE: 
You have told us that this is the only route you can take with these trains. 
That's a crock; and you know it!!! What about the possibility of the 
Stoughton line? If I understand corectly, the MBTA already owns an easement 
from Stoughton to your desired destinations. This éasement is specificaly for 
a railway. Besides, that route would be straight line between Stoughton and 
your desired destinations. Anyone can tell you a straight line is the short- 
est route from point A to point B. To come as far west as Attleboro is ridicu- 
lous. It simply makes no sense what so ever. Maybe you should consider going 
to New Bedford by way of Los Angles, CA. Do you truly believe that people in 
the Attleboro area are foolish enough to buy into your reasoning? Well, I can 
tell you we are not. ‘Don't insult my intelligence like this. You say that 
this train will save time for commters. It's a known fact that the drive from 
Boston to New Bedford by car takes roughly one hour. On the other hand your 
trains will take roughly one and one-half hours. Think about that for a bit... 
come on wake up! It only has one advantage that I can think of, that would 
be in a snowstorm, To make the trip in a car during a snowstorm would with- 
out a doubt be problematic. Why should people that live and work in the 
Attleboro are pay with thier sanity, simply so people from other areas can 
just blow th®ugh our town. Maybe these people who work in the big cities 
should live in the cities, closer to thier jobs. 
If you are determined to run your (rains through the Attleboro area, you 
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the frieght tracks you want to hook up with through the bypass. There is no 
- need to build the proposed bypass. I feel bad for the people who live close 
to the existing tracks but, these people either bought or built their homes 
knowing the tracks were there. Although I still don't think it is fair to 
them to run as many trains through there as your proposal calls for. The 
area your bypass would go through has never been mentioned. There was never 
any talk of it. Please consider using any one of a number alternate routes 
rather than the bypass plan, 


5. TRAFFIC PROBLEMS WITH GRADE LEVEL CROSSINGS: 
Have you seriously considered all the problems with grade level crossing? Do 
you realize what street traffic problems yoti will cause? On Richardson Ave, 
you want a street level crossing. I go to work on this road and I will not 
Play dogem' with trains every fifteen minutes. My local commute will be 
backed up, why, so a train carrying supposed commuters can get to their jobs 
on time, I don't think sooooo! That's Attleboro, what about Norton and F-57.4 
Taunton? Norton will have I think four crossings at street level. Taunton, 
think what having ten, or whatever the amount will do to that towns traffic, 
The town will come to a standstill every fifteen minutes! I'm also extremely 
concerned for safety reason with trains and cars meeting at the same point. 


6. TRAIN TRAFFIC SAFETY: 
I have no idea how many total trains roll through Attleboro on any given day, 
but I'm sure it is a rather high number. Both freight and passenger trains 
constantly all day. Now, add sixty more trains to the congestion every day. 
Sounds like a tradgedy waiting to happen to me. Seems there are a lot more 
train wrecks than there used to be. Maybe there are more trains, more F-57.5 
trains, more wrecks, What ever the reason, it dosen't erase the fact. I 
don't want to see train wrecks around here, Someday, it will happen. Why 
increase the odds? 


7. PEDESTRIAN AND ANIMAL SAFETY: 
If you're not familiar with the area you will pass through with this bypass, 
It is.all residential area. There are a lot of families with a lot of kids 
running around. You know'how:.trains atrract children.‘ oThatafs a very dan- 
gerous cohbinatton. Then what of pets and other animals wandering the area? 
You mentioned fences in the hearing. Fences don't really work. A lot of the 
time an animal will trap themselves on the tracks between the fencing... It) wie F_57.6 
panic and will probably get killed by the train What of the children who 
dilibrately climb the fence or get in at a crossing area? The tracks are an 
atractive lure for playing but, a very dangerous one as well. What create an- 
_ other dangerous place for kids to get hurt or possibly killed? I think you 
get the point, It's unsafe for the area you are proposing to run your tracks 
through to pay with injuries. t. 


Shy ~ POLLUTION FROM TRAINS : 

Have you ever walked along railroad tracks? If you have, notice the blackness 

that settles on everything. Any water along the tracks turns a dark black, I 

have seen this in every area of water along the tracks. Your bypass will sen- 

tence the woodlands and wetlands to a contaminated existance. This does not 

include the damage these areas will suffer from this type of construction. If 

you are determined to put this bypass through, them I will be compelled to con- 

tact every conservation organization in existance! At this moment I'm debating F-57.7 
writing to Vice’ President Al Gore. You will not get this bypass built without 

a long and nasty battle. I have all the time and energy it will take to stop 

you people in your tracks. People are finally starting to wake up to the des- 

truction that this type of project causes. This planet has taken a beating at 

mans hand! [I might not be able to stop all of thie dAectrurtinn bot 2S, eee 


10. NOISE: 
As I have said in other parts of this letter, I spend a lot of time in the 
woods and swamps in the area your proposal will destroy. I enjoy pitching 
a tent and camping in these woods. There is a whole other side to the life 
in these areas during the night time. Animals that you could not find dur- 
ing the daylight hours come out af night. The only way to find them to ob- 
serve them is to listen for them. If your trains were to be allowed to pass 
through this area, all you would be able to hear is the rumble and horns of 
these trains! I don't think you have the right to take the silence of the 
woods at night away from me or the animals that.live there. For that matter, 
the quiet of the woods during the daytime either.” 


“4h. WILDLIFE OBSERVATION: . 
To- once again repeat myself, I spend a lot of Mie wean and observing 
all the wildlife in this area. Here's an example of the sort of thing your 
- bypass would be destroying: There is an area along the powerlines where I 
have found a colony of foxes live. This area has been known for at least 
forty years as the fox den area. I would say that this makes this an es- 
tablished colony, or community. I can remember my grand parrents telling 
us as children about this area. So, I guess it has been home to the foxes 
much longer than forty years. On the other side of the powerlines, I dis- 
covered another established fox den community. For years I believed this to 
be a seperate colony. Over the years I noticed when one of these areas was 
abandoned, the other one was in use, It started me thinking. I watched 
both of these areas. Then I saw what was going on. The foxes would migrate 
between these areas, It was the same group of foxes at both of these areas. 
What this means is, for some reason or reasons unclear to me, the foxes 
would at one time live at one area and what ever the reason, would move ta 
the other area at another time. My belief is that this moving from one of 
. these places to the other has:got a lot to do with their continued survival. 
Whether it be because the groundwater level gets to high in one area or if 
their food sources move, theymust keep migrating to surrvive. It might even 
be to avoid hunters during the hunting season. To my point, your bypass 
would seperate these two areas, making it impossible for the foxes to reach 
the other area. If that were to happen, it would surely be their demise. I 
will not let this happen. To put your bypass through an area as environment- 
ally sensitive is crazy, espeacialy when you have other routes available to 
you. There is also a number of hawks that live along the powerlines. They 
have their nest in the large trees along the powerlines. To find these birds 
of prey, you must listen for their screeches. Your trains would make that an 
impossibility. In a nut shell,. if you manage to put this bypass through, you 
will be held personaly responsible for any damage or death to these animals!!! 


SHOW MANY MORE REASONS DO YOU WANT? I WILL GIVE YOU AS MANY NEGATIVE 

REASONS AS YOU WANT. THIS LETTER CONTAINS JUST A FEW OF THE OBVIOUS 
REASONS. .TAKE YOUR TRAINS AND YOUR BYPASS SOMEWHERE ELSE, IT WILL 
NOT BE TOLERATED OR ALLOWED HERE!!! 


Sg ‘would appreciate @ response in writing from you on this. If I do not get a 
response, I will consider the war is on. It's up to you how this turns out. 
This area has been home to my family for over 150 years. Don't think for one 
minute that I am taking this fight lightly. Thanks for taking the time to 
read this letter. 
ee eee Sincerely, 

Hugh D. Buchanan Jr. 
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MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-57 
Hugh D. Buchanan, ur. 


(F-57.1) 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-57.2) 


Issue: 


Response: 


(F-57.3) 


Issue: 


Response: 


A new wetlands law requires that there be at least 21 consecutive 
days of surface water during the growing season to qualify for 
protection. Most of this area in Attleboro meets if not surpasses 
these guidelines. 


Wetlands along the Attleboro Bypass were identified in accordance 
with State and Federal Wetland Regulations, See Section 4.1 of this 
DEIR. 


In some areas along the route of the proposed bypass, the trains 
would be passing only a few feet from peoples homes. I don’t 
believe there is technology to ease the noise and vibration caused by 
the trains. 


As the ENF and DEIR (Section 4.6 and 4.7) demonstrate, any of the 
alternatives will result in unavoidable noise and vibration impacts. 
The MBTA is committed to implementing mitigation measures as 
described in Section 4.7 of this DEIR. 


The MBTA already owns an easement from Stoughton to the desired 
destinations. This easement is specifically for a railway. It makes no 
sense to come as far west as Attleboro. 


This DEIR identifies and analyzes the Stoughton Alternative as the 
MBTA's preferred transportation alternative. 


MAWATRITE\05921\DOCES\REPORTS\ 9-157 Response to Comments 


DEIR\CH9-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-57.4) 


Issue: 


Response: 


Have all the problems with grade level crossings been considered? 
This will cause traffic problems. The town will come to a standstill 
every 15 minutes. There is a concern for safety with trains and cars 
meeting at-grade. 


Traffic impacts at each of the crossings will be minimal with trains 
causing delays averaging less than 40 to 60 seconds, depending on 
traffic volumes. In addition, each of the crossings will be studied to 
ensure optimal safety features are provided. These may include 
signs and signalization as well as operational procedures such as 
horns and reduced travel speeds. (See Section 4.5) 


(F-57.5) 


Issue: 


Response: 


Iam concerned that the addition of 60 trains per day in Attleboro 
will result in a lot more train wrecks. 


Each of the crossings will be studied to ensure optimal safety 
features are provided. These may include signs and signalization as 
well as operational procedures such as horns and reduced travel 
speeds. The Shore Line Route is capable if safely handling increased 
train traffic. 


(F-57.6) 
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DEIR\CHS-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


Issue: 


Response: 


Fences are not a good safety solution for keeping children or animals 
off train tracks. 


The MBTA will utilize a variety of safety features which will include 
fencing, signage, signalization and operational procedures such as 
the use of horns and reduced travel speeds. Additionally, the MBTA 
will be working with local schools on an program to educate 
children on train safety. 


9-158 Response to Comments 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


(F-57.8) 


Response: 


If the trains are allowed to pass through this area all that could be 
heard is the rumble and horns of these trains. 


Section 4.6 of this DEIR provides an analysis of noise impacts. If the 
Attleboro Alternative were selected, train noise would occur along 
the bypass for short durations. 


(F-57.9) 
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DEIR\CH9-RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.DOC 


Issue: 


Response: 


There is an area along the powerlines where I have found a colony of 
foxes. This area has been known for at least forty years as the fox 
den area. To put the bypass through this area is crazy, especially 
when you have other routes available. There are also a number of 
hawks that live in the power lines. 


Section 4.3 of this DEIR addresses impacts to wetlands and biological 
diversity. The construction of new railway tracks along the 
Attleboro Bypass, if selected as the MBTA’s preferred alternative, 
would not preclude the use of the power line easement by fox or 
hawks. 


9-159 Response to Comments 
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To Secretary Trudy Coxe 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge St., Room 2000 


Boston, Ma. 02202 


This is to inform you that I am Opposed to the 
MBTA's proposed rail extension to New Bedford and 
Fall River (EOEA#10509). 


The Attleboro route in particular makes no 
sense in terms of direction, LLOCL Sh pe OnMCOSs L 
effectiveness. All routes pose a serious safety 
problem due to all the railroad/street crossings. 
Besides the possibility of accidents, you also have 
problems such as timely ambulance service due to 
waits caused by passing trains. 


Please consider the bus alternative. Commuter 
rail will cost $156 million whereas bus service 
would cost only $6 million. The bus commuting time 
in most cases is shorter than commuter rail so more 
people will probably take advantage of it. Thank 


you. 
incerely, 
table 


75 Myricks StfYreet 
Berkley, MA 02779 


i 


Letter F-58 


F-58.1 


F-58.2 


F-58.3 


Letter F-59 


RECEIVED 


To : Secretary Trudy Coxe 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge St., Room 2000 
Boston, Ma. 02202 


This is to inform you that I am Opposed to the 
MBTA's proposed rail extension to New Bedford and 
Fall River (EOEA#10509). 


The Attleboro route in Particular makes no 
sense in terms of direction, ridership, or cost 
effectiveness. All routes pose a serious safety 
problem due to all the railroad/street crossings. 
Besides the possibility of accidents, you also have 
problems such as timely ambulance service due to 
waits caused by Passing trains. 


Please consider the bus alternative. Commuter 
rail will cost $156 million whereas bus service 
would cost only $6 million. The bus commuting time 
in most cases is shorter than commuter rail so more 
people will probably take advantage of it. Thank 
you. 


Sincerely, 


F-59.1 


F-59.2 
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To : Secretary Trudy Coxe 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge St., Room 2000 
Boston, Ma. 02202 


This is to inform you that I am Opposed to the 
MBTA's proposed rail- extension to New Bedford and 
Fall River (EOEA#10509). 


The Attleboro route in particular makes no 
sense in terms of direction, TLOGrsShi ie Om cost 
effectiveness. All routes pose a serious safety 
problem due to all the railroad/street crossings. 
Besides the possibility of accidents, you also have 
problems such as timely ambulance service due to 
waits caused by passing trains. 


Please consider the bus alternative. Commuter 
rail will cost $156 million whereas bus service 
would cost only $6 million. The bus commuting time 
in most cases is shorter than commuter rail so more 
people will probably take advantage of it. Thank 
you. 


Sincerely, 
dnt ALS 
(7 CRebePPle ER. 
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Nowewienu Do, IAVE 


To : Secretary Trudy Coxe 


Secretary of Environmental Affairs MA ie 


100 Cambridge St., Room 2000 
Boston, Ma. 02202 


This is to inform you that I am Opposed to the 


MBTA's proposed rail extension to New Bedford and 
Fall River (EOQEA#10509). 


ThesrAttleborosroute an Particular makes no 
sense in terms of direction, ridership, or cost 
effectiveness. All routes pose a serious safety 
problem due to all the railroad/street crossings. 
Besides the possibility of accidents, you also have 
problems such as timely ambulance service due to 
waits caused by passing trains. 


Please consider the bus alternative. Commuter 
rail will cost $156 million whereas bus service 
would cost only $6 million. The bus commuting time 
in most cases is shorter than commuter rail so more 
people will probably take advantage of it. MThank 
VOUS 


Sincerely, 

Ol mare heveagus 
\b Aboeaie steer 
Medea Nikos 
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Letter F-61 


Letter F-62 


To : Secretary Trudy Coxe 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge St., Room 2000 
Boston, Ma. 02202 


This is to inform you that I am opposed to the 
MBTA's proposed rail extension to New Bedford and 
Fall River (EOEA#10509). 


The Attleboro route in particular makes no 
sense in terms of direction, ridership, or cost 
effectiveness. All routes pose a serious safety 
problem due to all the railroad/street crossings. 
Besides the possibility of accidents, you also have 
problems such as timely ambulance service due to 
waits caused by passing trains. 


Please consider the bus alternative. Commuter 
rail will cost $156 million whereas bus service 
would cost only $6 million. The bus commuting time 
in most cases is shorter than commuter rail so more 
people will probably take advantage of it. Thank 
you. 


Sincerely, 


| Aacumer SS 
Derk ase haenan al 


ite, 


hue. (liv — as 


ae 
hth Li eee /¢ VAs 
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To : Secretary Trudy Coxe 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge St., Room 2000 
Boston, Ma. 02202 | 


This is to inform you that I am opposed to the 
MBTA's proposed rail extension to New Bedford and 
Fail iver (EOEA7T10509). 

The Attleboro route in particular makes no 
sense Jin?) terms or “direction; “ridership, = orscost 
effectiveness. All routes pose a serious safety 
problem due to all the railroad/street crossings. 
Besides the possibility of accidents, you also have 
problems such as timely ambulance service due to 
waits caused by passing trains. 


Please consider the bus alternative. Commuter 
rail will cost $156 million whereas bus service 
would cost only $6 million. The bus commuting time 
in most cases is shorter than commuter rail so more 


people will probably take advantage of it. MThank 


you. 


Sincerely, 
4 ) fas 
vl $F | ' ee / 
fet) ade Ey Po 
of Hie ; v se ee we 
fo v 


Letter F-63 


Jost af a 


AW Sua Ln. 


pe Ne, Ch. 92229 


Ss DD \ aca 
Cocke Mea 02774 


MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


LETTERS F-58 THROUGH F-63 WERE IDENTICAL. ONE RESPONSE IS 
PROVIDED FOR THESE LETTERS. 


Letter F-58 
Paul Kelly 


Letter F-59 
Carl & Kerry Terres 


Letter F-60 
J. Schwartz 


Letter F-61 
Angie Levesque 


Letter F-62 

Michael R. Days 

Letter F-63 

Jeffrey Albernac 

eat oo EAE 
Issue: 
Response: 

ese) oe 
Issue: 
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The Attleboro route in particular makes no sense in terms of 
directions, ridership or cost effectiveness. 


The Attleboro Alignment was selected in the ENF as the preferred 
alignment because it was determined to provide the best balance of 
costs and benefits. It would have high ridership, reasonable capital 
costs, good travel times and can be implemented. Chapter 3 of this 
DEIR provides a comparative analysis of alternatives. Based on this 
analyses, the Stoughton Alternative is now the MBTA’s preferred 
alternative. 


All routes pose a serious safety problem due to all the railroad/street 
crossings. Besides the possibility of accidents, you also have 
problems with emergency response times. 


9-160 Response to Comments 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Response: 


Traffic impacts at each of the crossings will be minimal with trains 
causing delays of only a 2 to5 minutes. In addition, each of the 
crossings will be studied to ensure optimal safety features are 
provided. These may include signs and signalization as well as 
operational procedures such as horns and reduced travel speeds. 
(See Section 4.5 of the DEIR). 


(F-58.3) 
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Issue: 


Response: 


Please consider the bus alternative. Commuter rail will cost $156 
million whereas bus service would cost only $6 million. 


The Enhanced Bus Alternative was not selected as it did not provide 
the best balance of costs and benefits. Although this alternative had 
the lowest capital and operating costs, it had substantially lower 
ridership than either the Attleboro or Stoughton Alternatives, and 
provided for fewer air quality benefits due to the lower reduction in 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMTs). Also the expanded bus service 
option did not provide the economic development benefits of the rail 
options. (See Chapter 3 of the DEIR). 


9-161 Response to Comments 


ei 
Letter F-64 ) f 


a 

86 S. Worcester Street agent 

Norton, MA 02766 _ 4999 
yo ¢ 


wees 


November 4, 1995 


Trudy Coxe, Secretary of Environmental Affairs © 
EOEA #10509 

100 Cambridge Street, Room 2000 

Boston, MA 02202 


Dear Secretary of Environmental Affairs Coxe: 2 


This is to inform you that I am adamantly opposed to the MBTA's proposed New Bedford/Fall 
River Line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route would serve no benefit to those who will be directly impacted from it. It makes no 
sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. This plan will have a devastating affect 
on our communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New Beford/Fall River 
and Boston, but to individually and as a regional coalition, do everything in our power to ensure 
the MBTA alters its course. Can you help? 7 


Sincerely, 


Posh 


Robbin Beauchamp 


Letter F-65 
~ 2 
x a 


October 29, 1995 


TOS eer udVeCOxe 7 


secretary of Environmental Affairs 


This) Pseto inform you that lam adamantly opposed to the 
MBTA!s proposed New Bedford/Fall River line through Norton 
and Attleboro. ; 


I purchased my home in Norton 9 months ago and feel that if 
this proposal goes through my property values will decrease. 
The proposed plan has no benefits to area residents as no 
train station is proposed for Norton. 


This commuter train will be traveling at a speed of 60 MPH 
through 4 grade crossings in Norton. Let's not forget what 
just happened at Fox River Grove, IL. 


I am asking you as a taxpayer and registered voter to do 
everything in your power to ensure that the MBTA alters its 
course. 


Sincerely, 
ia ea. een 


Penny J. Hahn : 
180 So. Worcester Street BAY: 
Norton, MA 02766 


ICCATS 
CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


Letter F-66 


amatial October 30, 1995 


4 Lisa Drive 
REE] Norton, MA 02766 
MEPA 


Secretary Trudy Coxe 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 2000 

Boston, MA 02202 


To Secretary Coxe: 


This is to inform you that we are adamantly opposed to 
the MBTA's proposed New Bedford/Fall River line through 
Norton and Attleboro. 


This proposed route makes no sense in terms of 
direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. It is an 
ill conceived plan with absolutely no benefits to the 
residents of these communities. Its affect will be 
devastating to the citizenry in terms of noise 
Pollution, traffic congestion, safety concerns and many 
other areas. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere 
with rail service between New Bedford/Fall River and 
Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, 
do everything in our power to ensure that the MBTA 
alters its course. We will not be railroaded! 


Sincerely, ay 5 

a ae : Pe ihe if te 
M/S Re, | 
Mr. & Mrs. Stephen J. D'Ercole 
4 Lisa Drive 
Norton, MA 


CCATS 
CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


/ 


MBTA - GO THE OTHER WAY! 


— 


D+ 


November 9, 1995 


Trudy Coxe EOEA #10509 
Sec. Of Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge St, Room 2000 
Boston, MA 02202 


Dear Ms. Coxe, 


a 


Letter F-67 


This is to inform you that I am adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New Bedford/Fall River line 


through Norton and Atleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ndership or cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect on our 


communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New Bedford/Fall River and 
Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything in our power to ensure the MBTA 


alters its course. You will not roll over us. 


Sincerely, o 
I 
Hari i a 
’ Gregg N. Theriault 

6C Village Way 


Norton, MA 02766 


CCATS 
Citizens Concerned About Tracks 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


LETTERS F-64 THROUGH F-67, AND F-69 THROUGH F-80 WERE IDENTICAL. 
ONE RESPONSE IS PROVIDED FOR THESE LETTERS. 


Letter F-64 
Robbin Beauhamp 


Letter F-65 
Penny J. Hahn 


Letter F-66 
Mr. & Mrs. Stephen J. D’Ercole 


Letter F-67 
Gregg N. Theriault 


These writers expressed their opposition to the Attleboro Alternative, and cited 
concerns with noise, property values, and safety. 
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Letter F-68 | 


y 


31 Woodward Street 
' cept Norton, Mass 02766 
‘XK oh ates 27 Oct. 1995 
2 OY Le 

Trudy Coxe EOEA #10509 , : 
Sec. of Environmental Affairs WEP A 
100 Cambridge St room 2000 | 
Boston, Ma 02202 
Dear Ms. Coxe; 


As aresident of Norton and a Member of CCATS (Citizens Concerned About Tracks) I urge you 
to stop the MBTA's plan to connect Fall River/New Bedford Via Norton/Atteboro. Not only is 
this a ill advised plan, but also the cost effectiveness of this plan leaves much to be desired. The 
plan to use the Middleboro line is much more cost effective and less disruptive to all concerend. ram 

The permanent damage of this Norton/ Attaboro line would be devastating to all effected. 
The noise, pollution, and disruption of traffic clearly indicates how our lives would be forever 
lost. We will not let MBTA go through with this plan, while the Middleboro line would be much 
more accepted by all. ae 


Please help us stop and reline MBTA's plans with a suitable, safe and cost effective connection 
to Fall River and New Bedford 


Thank You, 


Po Oey udya J 


Louis L. Joseph 


MBTA New Bedford/ Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-68 
Louis L. Joseph 


(F-68.1) 


Issue: The plan to use the Middleborough line is much more cost effective 
and less disruptive to all concerned. 


Response: The Middleborough Alternatives (service to either Fall River or New 
Bedford via Lakeville) were not selected due to the longer travel 
times, lower ridership, capacity constraints and operational 
problems on the Old Colony main line north of Braintree, and the 
restricted service to commuters. The lack of feasible sites for 
construction of the Lakeville and East Taunton Commuter Rail 
Stations also was a factor in the rejection of the Middleborough 
alternatives. Chapter 3 provides a comparative assessment of 
alternatives. 
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October 23, 1995 


Ms. Trudy Coxe 

Secretary of Environmental Affairs 
State House 

Boston MA 02133 


Dear Ms. Coxe, 


; 


Letter F-69 


ae 


REceWEs 


NOV 2 992 


WEP A 


This letter is to intorm you that we are adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New Bedford/Fall River 


line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness over the long term. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating effect on our communities. 
Effects ranging from intolerable noise pollution, deteriorating property values, and increased safety factors that 


will most certainly put our young children at risk. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New Bedford/Fall River and Boston, 
but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything in our power to ensure that the MBTA reconsiders its 


proposed plan and alters its course. 


Your consideration is greatly appreciated in this matter. 


Sincerely, 


\ ‘el CF Os (yea 
Michael & Christina LaCouture 


Fordham Drive 
Norton, MA 02766 


CGATS 
Citizens Concerned About Tracks 


Letter F-70 


Tithe Ler lhe, (£987 * set} A 
Wi Ep A 


This is to inform you that I am adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
on our communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New 
Bedford/Fall River and Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything 
in our power to ensure the MBTA alters its course. You will not roll over us! 


Sincerely, 


Aithert~ A Ve (Name) 
Pere A a Lez. GY lh Gos(Street) 
Celtichaw ie Cn (Town) 


CCATS 
CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


MBTA - GO THE OTHER WAY! 


Letter F-71 


This is to inform you that I am adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s BTOBGsSd New 
Bedford/F all River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
on Our Communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New 
Bedford/Fall River and Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything 
In Our power to ensure the MBTA alters its course. You will not roll over us! 


Sincerely, 
sae : Clesemell iti 
164 RICHARDSON AVE. (Street) pikes Hei Giese HAG 
(Town) 
COATS 


CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


MBTA - GO THE OTHER WAY! 


Letter F-72 


nECEIVED 


NOV 5.0 tog 
MEPS 


te Trudy Coxe 


This is to inform you that I am adamantly Opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
On Our communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New 
Bedford/Fall River and Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything 
in Our power to ensure the MBTA alters its course. You will not roll over us! 


Sincerely, 


en [pete UA JAWLL PAG xd (Name) 
Ai Nwevey ST: (Street) 
No RTOW _[N6XBS (Town) 


CCATS 
CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


MBTA - GO THE OTHER WAY! 


Letter F-73 


Te | ( Mey P| 
To Metlife Loe he Pa 


This is to inform you that I am adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ndership or cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
On Our communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New 
Bedford/Fall River and Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything 
in our power to ensure the MBTA alters its course. You will not roll over us! 


Sincerely, 


CCATS 
CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


MBTA - GO THE OTHER WAY! 


Letter F-74 


RECEIVE 
WTS 9 


MEp, 


This is to inform you that I am adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benetits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
On our communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New 
Bedford/Fall River and Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything 
in Our power to ensure the MBTA alters its course. You will not roll over us! 


Sincerely, 


ILA (Name) 
(Street) 
(Town) 


oe.) 
CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


MBTA - GO THE OTHER WAY! 


J1-/0 <oo 


Letter F-75 


/1/ 9 fos 


Raf ey 
hepa 
This is to inform you that I am adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
on our communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New 
Bedford/Fall River and Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything 


in Our power to ensure the MBTA alters its course. You will not roll over us! 


Sincerely, 


CCATS | | 
CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS“ 


4 


MBTA - GO THE OTHER WAY! 


“Dyan pia AS ates ERG Cai iet (aug 


Lf 


Letter F-76 


aececd 
HOW 1% \995 
; Were 


ate) £22 cs io f sO 


This is to inform you that 1 am adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
On Our communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New 
Bedford/Fall River and Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything 
in Our power to ensure the MBTA alters its course. You will not roll over us! 


Sincerely, 


BATES (Name) 

ple ae A iy SS (Street) 
Lt 5 (Town) 

CALS 

CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


MBTA - GO THE OTHER WAY! 


vine 


Letter F-77 


/ 


Pd] 
\ / / ‘ ‘ 4 
TOM Sede 1 tte 
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This is to inform you that | am adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. 


[t is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
On Our Communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New 
Bedford/Fall River and Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything 
in Our power to ensure the MBTA alters its course. You will not roll over us! 


Sincerely, 
hiadent | 
Laden it (Name) 


Bass AY phe VIF: (Street) 
Bigg eiy, Ast “7 
Tipttat lit Wh (Town) 


CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


MBTA - GO THE OTHER WAY! 


We acre VED Letter F-78 


NOV 7 4.1995 


MiPA 


To Edy & ope. (€0%i cA. *fysog). 
Soe EOE Youd Qd4 ers 
ees Wridprrel SE Neer as mean STON. Ma. 
This is to inform you tha ‘ am adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
on our communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New 


Bedford/Fall River and Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do eventhing 
in Our power to ensure the MBTA alters its course. You will not roll over us! 


Sincerely, 


rca Street) 
(Town) 


CCATS 
CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


MBTA -GO THE OTHER WAY! 


Letter F-79 


This is to inform you that I am adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
on our communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New 


Bedford/Fall River and Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything 
in Our power to ensure the MBTA alters its course. You will not roll over us! 


Sincerely, 


(Name) 

$M 
Plt aS bu preriorinee Oy y (Street) 
Af pote a ee (Town) 


CCATS 
CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


7 AL) PAY eed OF 


MBTA - GO THE OTHER WAY! 


D, 


Letter F-80 


af CENVED 


MLPA 


This is to inform you that I am adamantly opposed to the MBTA’s proposed New 
Bedford/Fall River line through Norton and Attleboro. 


This route makes no sense in terms of direction, ridership or cost effectiveness. 


It is an ill advised plan with no benefits to area residents and will have a devastating affect 
on our communities. 


Our intention as a united force is not to interfere with rail service between New 


Bedford/Fall River and Boston, but individually and as a regional coalition, do everything 
in our power to ensure the MBTA alters its course. You will not roll over us! 


Sincerely, 


CCATS , 
CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT TRACKS 


MBTA - GO THE OTHER WAY! 


MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-69 
Michael & Christina LaCouture 


Letter F-70 
Robert Clulson 


Letter F-71 
Susan Cox Chamberlain 


Letter F-72 
Virginia Annechiaiun 


Letter F-73 
Lydia Fales-Tatro 


Letter F-74 
Mr. & Mrs. Joseph Drapala 


Letter F-75 
Annette Phillips 


Letter F-76 
Robert Bury 


Letter F-77 
Linda Bury 


Letter F-78 
Elizabeth Paille 
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MBTA New Bedford/Fall River Commuter Rail Extension 


Letter F-79 
Barry Malloy 


Letter F-80 
Mark Morin 
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